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Tuesday, 5 March 2019
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 2.05 p.m. and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (14:06): I think people should stand as we acknowledge the Aboriginal peoples.
On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament, I acknowledge the Aboriginal peoples, the traditional
custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting place of the First People of Victoria.
I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal nations in Victoria past and present and
welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal communities who may visit or participate in the
events or proceedings of the Parliament this week.
Mr Ondarchie: On a point of order, President, I just want to alert you to a situation that arose in
the last sitting week in relation to the 4-minute elapse time for a division. Because of my injury I was
unable to make it on one occasion. During the committee stage the Deputy President kindly allowed
5 minutes for the bells to ring, which meant that I just made it. When the lifts are tied up in the back
annexe it makes it very difficult to get here within 4 minutes. I wonder if the Parliament could give
consideration to that during divisions this week.
The PRESIDENT: I will take that for consideration, Mr Ondarchie.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Mr Ondarchie, I said I will take that for consideration. Mr Dalidakis, order!
Bills
SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT RATIOS)
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Royal assent
The PRESIDENT (14:08): I have a message from the Governor:
The Governor informs the Legislative Council that she has, on this day, given the Royal Assent to the
undermentioned Act of the present Session presented to her by the Clerk of the Parliaments:
1/2019 Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Act 2019.

The message was signed by the Governor on 26 February.
INTEGRITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (PUBLIC
INTEREST DISCLOSURES, OVERSIGHT AND INDEPENDENCE) BILL 2018
Royal assent
The PRESIDENT (14:08): I have another message from the Governor:
The Governor informs the Legislative Council that she has, on this day, given the Royal Assent to the
undermentioned Act of the present Session presented to her by the Clerk of the Parliaments:
2/2019 Integrity and Accountability Legislation Amendment (Public Interest Disclosures, Oversight and
Independence) Act 2019.

The message was signed by the Governor on 5 March.
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Joint sitting of Parliament
SENATE VACANCY
The PRESIDENT (14:09): We have got a message from the Assembly:
The Legislative Assembly has agreed to the following resolution—
That this House meets the Legislative Council for the purpose of sitting and voting together to choose a
person to hold the place in the Senate rendered vacant by the resignation of Senator the Honourable
Jacinta Collins, and proposes that the time and place of such meeting be the Legislative Assembly
Chamber on Wednesday 6 March 2019 at 6.15 pm—
which is presented for the agreement of the Legislative Council.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:09): By leave, I move:
That this house meets with the Legislative Assembly for the purpose of sitting and voting together to:
(1) choose a person to hold the place in the Senate rendered vacant by the resignation of Senator the
Honourable Jacinta Collins;
and, as proposed by the Assembly, the time and place of such meeting be the Legislative Assembly chamber
on Wednesday, 6 March 2019, at 6.15 p.m.

Motion agreed to.
The PRESIDENT: A message will be sent to the Assembly informing them of the Council’s
resolution and requesting their agreement.
Questions without notice
DROUGHT ASSISTANCE
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:10): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, with so many farmers doing it tough, your much-anticipated drought package has been very
poorly received in Gippsland, with many calling it ‘a drop in the ocean’, ‘basically nothing’ and ‘an
insult’. Why, despite saying that rate relief was not off the table, have you failed to listen to farmer
requests for a long-term package, including rate relief?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (14:11): Thank you, Mr O’Donohue, for your question. It would be a good
opportunity to just remind the house of the drought package that was announced last Friday after the
sitting week. I headed down to Gippsland to meet with drought-affected farmers down there, and what
was announced was—
Ms Lovell interjected.
Ms SYMES: I went and met with the farmers and spoke to them myself. Thank you, Ms Lovell.
What was announced was $43 million, combined with the $13 million on Friday, versus what we have
been doing. What this is about is that we know that farmers are doing it tough, and part of the package
on the Friday when I was down there was to provide cash injections of up to $3500 into the pockets
of farmers. We take the view that farmers are good businesspeople. They can decide how to spend that
money. The calculation of it actually considered the municipal rate average of most farmers and looked
at about a 30 per cent average. Municipal rates were considered, and when I was down there many
farmers said they would spend it on rates, so I expect the vast majority of farmers in Gippsland and
East Gippsland will attribute the funding to their rates.
What I would also say is that we are continuing to roll out our $5000 on-farm infrastructure grants. A
lot of farmers are taking this up, and we wanted to make sure that that program continued. That was
also part of the package that I announced on Friday. Importantly we have been working with the
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federal government to make sure that the on-farm emergency water rebate scheme becomes available
in Victoria, and that is now online. That is a really important piece of the puzzle in relation to our
relationship with the feds and making sure that we as a state are facilitating those grants for affected
farmers in our region.
In a really strong sense of bipartisanship and the fact that when it comes to drought we all want to do
the best by farmers, there was a letter that was sent from the Premier, the member for Shepparton, the
Leader of The Nationals and the Leader of the Liberal Party, writing to the federal government to
request further and more immediate support for farmers, particularly when you see the support that
has been provided by the federal government to other areas of our state. I am pleased to report that the
united pressure saw that the Prime Minister responded within days by announcing $31 million to the
Macalister irrigation district project, one of five projects that we listed in a letter to him, and funding
for mental health support for Gippsland farmers through the federal government that for some reason
had not been provided, so that is now being addressed.
In relation to rate subsidies, Mr O’Donohue, I have explained why we came up with the package that
we came up with, and I continue to maintain that rate subsidies in the future are not off the table.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:13): Minister, I acknowledge you referred to the small
cash grants that you announced. Those cash grants were referred to in the Gippsland Times on
25 February, and it quoted you as saying:
I acknowledge that $3500 or $2500 is a relatively small contribution to farmers’ bills …

And we agree. Unlike these miserly one-size-fits-all cash grants, rate relief provides a proportional
response that accounts for the different size and value of farming operations. Minister, will you admit
your failure on this occasion and go back to the cabinet table to renegotiate a better, fairer package for
farmers?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (14:14): Although I would maintain that my substantive answer acquitted your
substantive question, the thing with droughts is that they are really long. We had the former Minister
for Agriculture in the region announcing a first package in October. I was there less than two weeks
ago with a financial package, and I have given a commitment to those communities that I will be back
and I will continue to work with them on future needs. It is a staged approach, a proportionate
approach, and we are not turning our back on future support for farmers in the region.
VICTORIAN BUSHFIRES
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (14:15): My question is also to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
the fires in the east of the state are having a really devastating impact on families and communities,
including those farmers who are already doing it tough, as you have already explained. What is the
government doing to support these fire-affected communities in light of this latest series of events?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (14:16): Thank you, Ms Shing, for your question. I know this is a particularly
difficult time for that region and particularly for those members that represent that region. I have had
communication with several of you in Eastern Victoria Region, and I know that you are all united in
your support for your region, as we as a government are.
The fires have been raging across the state, as we know, and they are having a devastating impact on
property, livestock, families and indeed communities. I want to put on record our appreciation not only
for the hardship that people and their families are enduring but also for the incredible work of our first
responders—our firefighters, our emergency service workers, Victoria Police, councils and the like.
Everyone, we know, when these incidents happen unites together and responds. I think we say quite
often in this place that the resolve of our communities really shines through when we are stressed by
tough conditions. The situation on the ground, as you would appreciate, Ms Shing, is still quite severe.
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Just reading the incredible stories from strangers, volunteers and neighbours that are reaching out and
all supporting one another and offering assistance gives me great hope for the collaboration in relation
to rebuilding.
In terms of what this government is doing, we are certainly working hard to support these
communities. As I said, many private properties are being impacted, including properties with animals,
which is where my portfolio of agriculture comes into play, and obviously animal welfare is high on
our radar. An agricultural relief incident management team has been established and is providing
agricultural support services to the public and ensuring agricultural issues are considered in the broader
response to the fire incidents.
Unfortunately access to the fireground at this time is still extremely limited due to unsafe conditions,
so I do not have a true picture of the impact on livestock and animals at this point in time. Where it is
safe, Agriculture Victoria are in there with field teams on the ground beginning to manage the critical
animal welfare issues and assess the impacts on private land. AgVic has also been presenting at
community meetings over the past few days, providing information and advice to the public, and this
will continue over the coming days. AgVic is also working closely with the Victorian Farmers
Federation, the RSPCA, the Australian Veterinary Association, the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning and local governments to ensure that emergency and animal welfare
services are comprehensive and coordinated. I know that a lot of the on-the-ground animal welfare
agencies and council pounds and the like are all really focused on animal welfare in that regard.
I will use the opportunity to encourage anyone seeking assistance for emergency and animal welfare
issues or information relating to the fires in this regard to call the VicEmergency Hotline. In the coming
weeks my department will continue to lead technical recovery support focused on supporting farmers
post fire with regard to pasture, animal and land management. This work will continue for some time.
DUCK HUNTING SEASON
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (14:19): My question today is for the Minister for Agriculture.
Each year both the agriculture and environment ministers receive lists of wetlands from BirdLife
Australia and Animals Australia that need to be closed to shooting because of the presence of
threatened and endangered species. These surveys are conducted by experienced birders. Just days
ago, on many wetlands that will be open to shooting in less than two weeks time, the presence of
protected species was identified, including freckled ducks, Australasian shovelers and blue-billed
ducks, who are all vulnerable, threatened or endangered. Shooters have proven time and again that
they are indiscriminate, with threatened and endangered species routinely being illegally shot. Last
year the former Minister for Agriculture closed Lake Bael Bael to shooters for the three-month season,
along with other wetlands. Will the minister take note of the surveys provided to her and close the
wetlands where these species have been identified, to protect vulnerable, threatened and endangered
native animals under threat by recreational shooters?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (14:20): Thank you, Mr Meddick, for your question. Of course we know that
there are deeply held views in relation to duck hunting, not only in the community but in this chamber
as well, and I am sure we will have numerous conversations on this topic. The government does
recognise duck hunting as a legitimate recreational activity, provided that the rules are followed. The
Game Management Authority is equipped to make sure that those rules are enforced, and there will
be beefed up efforts for this year’s duck hunting season with the GMA on the ground with additional
resources that have been provided by the government.
In relation to wetland closures, any closure of wetlands to hunting will be made on the advice of the
GMA. The GMA will use the summer waterbird count conducted throughout February to inform any
recommendations to the government, so I am expecting that advice shortly. Based on that advice, the
government may enact closures if required to protect the species that you identified in terms of any
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species that are endangered or protected. The closures obviously can come into force if that is an issue.
But closures can also be considered where perhaps concentrations of birds are particularly located in
one place.
TAFE FUNDING
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:21): My question is for the Minister for Training and
Skills and is in relation to the Andrews Labor government’s free TAFE initiative. Minister, in
answering questions in this place during previous sitting weeks you informed the house of students
commencing free TAFE courses in January. With February now passed, could you please inform the
house of how many students started free TAFE courses in January and February?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (14:22): I thank the member for his question and his ongoing support of training, TAFE
and education in this great state. The free TAFE initiative kicked off on 1 January this year, and it did
receive a lot of interest from many Victorians right across the state. We know that in January
3000 people were enrolled in TAFE, which was an enormous increase on what has been the case in
the past for that month of January, which is not traditionally a training month on the calendar. I can
report to the house that the majority of TAFE courses are now up and running, and indeed
13 500 students is the number that we are seeing who have enrolled in and commenced free TAFE.
This is a figure that confirms the community’s interest in free TAFE, and of course it is an
acknowledgement that people understand that by undertaking these courses there is an opportunity to
move into a job that is in existence in our community. The amount of enrolments in February means
that there has been a 60 per cent increase in the number of enrolments in courses over and above what
was the case this time last year.
This is exciting stuff, and it is particularly exciting in regional Victoria. I have had the opportunity in
recent days to visit Morwell, Wonthaggi and Warrnambool. I have been to the Gordon in Geelong and
also Federation University at Ballarat. I have met with students who are enrolled in and undertaking a
variety of courses. They range from individual support services and community services to
certificate II in plumbing, and it has been great to see a number of young girls and women who have
stepped up and said they wanted to get involved in what is traditionally a male-dominated occupation.
We have also met with nursing students that have taken up the diploma of nursing. At Wonthaggi we
met a number of people who are undertaking the individual support courses, many of whom are doing
so because of the immediate issues that they have had in their families and have wanted to give back
to the community beyond their family situation.
Accounting and bookkeeping is topping the list of popular courses. That means that small business,
local businesses and large businesses will reap the benefit of that. Many of those students have said to
me, even those that are in jobs that involve accounting and bookkeeping, that this now finally provides
them with the certification that they have been longing to gain. We have also seen hospitality and
cookery take off—we have seen that in particular at Warrnambool and the Gordon—and
electrotechnology certificate II. There have been a range of people who have grabbed that course with
both arms and legs and are making sure that they will have a pathway into an apprenticeship. Again it
was great to see a number of young mums who are undertaking that, particularly at the Ballarat campus
of Federation University. I have got to say, I am getting overwhelmed by the fact that people are
actually queueing up and wanting to talk to me about their direct experience— (Time expired)
DROUGHT ASSISTANCE
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:26): My question is also for the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, farmers in northern Victoria and Gippsland have been calling for drought assistance in the
form of municipal rate relief and also relief from fixed water charges since before the election last
November. In February farmers were either required to pay their third quarterly instalment on their
municipal rates, or if paying in a lump sum, the full amount was due. Most farming families face an
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annual rate bill well in excess of $20 000, and this government is not giving them the respect or support
they both need and deserve. Minister, will you provide funding for municipal rate relief and relief from
fixed water charges for drought-affected farmers in northern Victoria and Gippsland?
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Thank you, Mr Dalidakis.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order, Mr Dalidakis! I am on my feet. My concern is that under standing
order 8.02(5) a question cannot be asked if, during the previous six months of the same session, it has
been fully answered or an answer has been previously refused. My concern is that another question
from Mr O’Donohue was very similar, and I expect that the answer was given. I am happy for the
minister to answer it, but I just want to put that concern. The standing orders are quite clear on that.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (14:28): Thank you, President. It is exactly the same question as Ed just asked
me. I think I have taken the house through the drought package. Everyone knows what the drought
package is: it is $43 million. I was down in Gippsland. I have explained that the money is a cash
injection into the pockets of farmers who are more than able to determine—
Members interjecting.
Ms Shing: On a point of order, President, in the first instance not only was that question a repetition,
but in the second, when given the opportunity to actually listen to the answer, the interjections started
up immediately. It might be helpful if the minister could be heard in silence.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I think that when I am on my feet, people need to stop. I am charged
with actually keeping this place in order, and I think that is one rule we really need to adhere to at this
point in the term. I uphold Ms Shing’s point of order in that I could not hear the minister respond, even
though I question whether I should call her to respond under the standing orders. But I have asked the
minister to give a response, and so I ask her to continue in silence.
Ms SYMES: Thank you, President. I can only reiterate that the cash payment for farmers goes
directly into their pocket. The choice is theirs as to how they spend it. I acknowledge that many will
spend it on municipal rates; however, there are some that actually do not own their farm, and therefore
they are not the responsible ratepayer. They may lease their farm. So this enables farmers, who know
their business best, to make the decisions for themselves. They can spend it on rates, they can spend it
on feed or they can spend it on their household bills, and I think that it is appropriate to allow farmers
to choose. As I have said, when you respond to drought, it is a stepped process. If we do not get an
autumn break, of course we are going to be looking at further packages. Again I am not ruling out
municipal rate subsidies; however, I actually acknowledge that farmers know their businesses best and
their being able to spend money from government on what they think is their priority is probably a
better method.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:31): Thank you, Minister. Rates are not the only problem—
also the fixed water charges, as I mentioned in the substantive question. Minister, Murray Dairy has
estimated that a third of dairy farmers in northern Victoria will be forced to quit. Many of these will
be young farmers who purchased properties with fixed water charges but no permanent water and who
cannot afford to buy water at its current price on the temporary market. The loss of a generation of
young farmers will be devastating to the dairy industry, and a one-off payment of up to $3500 is not
enough to save them. Victoria is lagging behind the New South Wales state government, which has
committed more than $1 billion in drought relief. Minister, when will you take this drought seriously
and provide adequate drought relief to Victorian farmers?
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Ms Pulford: On a point of order, President, the supplementary question does not bear any relation
to the substantive question. Ms Lovell might not know that, but it does not.
Mr Davis: On the point of order, President, of course the supplementary relates directly to the
earlier question—
Ms Pulford: No, it doesn’t.
Mr Davis: It sure does. It talks directly about farmers in northern Victoria and Gippsland, and it
certainly relates to farmers in the second section.
Ms Shing: Further to that point of order, President, it would seem that the supplementary question
in fact was far more expansive than either the substantive question or indeed the response which was
provided by the minister in that regard.
The PRESIDENT: Ms Shing’s point of order was my line of thought in terms of relating it to the
standing orders. I wish the supplementary was the first question; then we might not have had the
concern we have now. I am sure the minister is more than happy to respond.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (14:33): Thank you, President, and thank you, Ms Lovell, for your
supplementary question in relation to the dairy industry in the north and the challenges that they are
having with ongoing dry conditions. I reiterate that the package that I outlined to the house about four
times is available for our farmers in the north. It is particularly dedicated to our dairy farmers and
picking up those young farmers that you identified.
NORTHERN SUBURBS COMMUNITY FACILITIES
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:33): My question is to the Minister for Small Business
and Minister for Local Government. Can the minister update the house on recent investments in
community facilities in the northern suburbs of Melbourne and how local residents will benefit from
them?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (14:34): I thank the member for her question. The Andrews Labor government has
invested more than $80 million in the northern suburbs of Melbourne through the Growing Suburbs
Fund. The GSF has brought forward critical community infrastructure priorities since its introduction
in 2015 and delivered projects that improve access to community facilities, support connections,
enhance services and provide local jobs.
Last week I officially opened the Eltham Leisure Centre aquatic redevelopment project, which
received $6.8 million of assistance from the state through the GSF and Sport and Recreation Victoria’s
community facility funding program for better pools.
Ms Wooldridge: Three million from the coalition.
Mr SOMYUREK: Ms Wooldridge says it is $3 million from the coalition. That might be the case,
and I will be happy to acknowledge that if that is the case. The $20 million redevelopment by
Nillumbik Shire Council has transformed the pool into an accessible and state-of-the-art facility.
Families will be using this fantastic facility for generations to come.
On that day, I was joined by the mayor, Cr Karen Egan; the member for Eltham, Ms Vicki Ward; the
member for Yan Yean, Ms Danielle Green; and Cr Peter Clarke, along with many community members.
Whilst there, I also had the pleasure of opening the $898 000 Edendale Community Environment
Farm project. Along with Nillumbik council, we have helped transform that site into a more accessible
community asset that better caters to environmental education, events and community use.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
498

Legislative Council

Tuesday, 5 March 2019

These projects show that by working with councils we are all making sure that people in Melbourne’s
northern suburbs have access to the community facilities they need to thrive.
PRIVACY AND DATA PROTECTION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:36): My question is to the Special Minister of
State, Mr Jennings, in his position overseeing the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner.
This question is relevant to the Justice Legislation Amendment (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2019,
which proposes to allow police to collect DNA from people under suspicion of a crime without judicial
oversight—
Ms Symes: On a point of order, President, I just flag that it seems to be going into the realm of
anticipation.
The PRESIDENT: Mr Limbrick, do you mind if we look at your question? I will call someone
else in the interim. We will check the ‘anticipation’.
COMMUNITY HOSPITALS
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (14:37): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, my community are very excited about the commitment during the election campaign to build
a new community hospital at Fishermans Bend. Please update the house in relation to progress made
on this project and what we can expect from this development.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(14:37): I thank the member for her question, and I know that she shares her constituents’ excitement
in relation to this new hospital, this community hospital, that will benefit the residents of Fishermans
Bend for many years to come.
I really could not think of a greater contrast for the member and her constituents than what we saw
from those opposite, comparing our two different parties. We saw the Liberals when they were last in
government give developers in Fishermans Bend free rein, allowing them to have windfall profits, but
with no thought for public services or public amenity in respect of that community, whereas we are
getting on with building the public infrastructure that the residents of Fishermans Bend will need in
this fast-growing local community. So this is why I was very pleased to request that the member,
Ms Taylor, agree to chair a community consultation committee that will give us great guidance in the
development of the Fishermans Bend community hospital. I am very pleased that Ms Taylor has
agreed to undertake that very important task, and of course the member for Albert Park will also be
very involved in the development of this project for his community.
I am also thrilled that I have announced and can inform the house that we have appointed the health
services responsible for each new hospital. I am very pleased to inform the house that Alfred Health
will manage the Fishermans Bend community hospital when it is completed and of course to
acknowledge the important work that Alfred Health does as one of Australia’s finest clinical
institutions. I want to acknowledge Mr Dalidakis as a fellow local member for his advocacy as well
for the healthcare needs of this local community, and I know he will be involved and very interested
and engaged in this particular project as well.
I am thrilled that we have been able to kickstart this really important project for Fishermans Bend and
another nine communities, and we have done so in the first 100 days of the re-elected Andrews Labor
government. This is a mark of our commitment to providing better health care to communities. We
have committed to investing $675 million to upgrade or build 10 community hospitals across our state,
including that in Fishermans Bend. So we will see communities like Torquay, Point Cook, Sunbury,
Craigieburn, the City of Whittlesea, the Eltham area, Pakenham, Cranbourne and Phillip Island also
benefit, in addition to Fishermans Bend, from these new community hospitals that will benefit
generations to come.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 5 March 2019

Legislative Council

499

The community consultation process will be a key part of making sure that we listen to the voices of
these local communities, and I will have more to say about that process and how we will look to engage
those local communities in the near future, but we are going to get on with the task of constructing a
new community hospital at Fishermans Bend. Construction is expected to commence in 2022 and be
completed in 2024, and I look forward to coming back to the house and speaking further about the
types of services that will be going into these community hospitals.
We are committed to making sure that we have got a broad range of services, things like diagnostic
services, including pathology and imaging, pharmacy services, day surgery, public dental, chronic
disease management, community mental health, drug and alcohol services, dialysis, palliative care,
and many other services. I thank the member for her interest, and I look forward to working with her
and other local government members in delivering this important project to Fishermans Bend.
PRIVACY AND DATA PROTECTION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:42): My question is to the Special Minister of
State, Mr Jennings, in his position overseeing the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner.
The security incident registry is the central repository within Victoria Police for the reporting of
information security breaches. The last annual report of the register in the 2016–17 financial year
classified 547 information security incidents, including 52 incidents described as data spills, where
people received information they should not have; 41 unauthorised releases or disclosures; 27 abuses
of privilege; 18 unauthorised accesses; and several other incidents. Can the minister advise if these are
the same information security systems that are used to manage DNA records?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:42): I thank Mr Limbrick
for his question. Whilst he is quite right that I am responsible for the information commissioner, who
not only will undertake on behalf of government his statutory responsibilities but will look into the
appropriateness of data security and other information matters relating to government agencies or
statutory authorities, such as the police, he is not the custodian of those information systems or those
records.
In terms of the specific answer to the member’s question and the way in which those datasets would
be managed and the information held securely, the police minister may be in a position to answer that
question, although I would probably be surprised if off the cuff she was able to answer your question,
but I will take the opportunity to seek advice from both the information commissioner and the minister
for police, rather than going directly to the police commissioner, in relation to the matter that you have
raised, because I understand the significance of what is in your question from the example that you
have given of data and security breaches. I understand its importance, and one of the reasons why your
question may have been ruled out is that it may have been anticipating what might come in committee.
In fact, through the prism of how the question ended up, I would anticipate you asking that question
in the committee stage of the bill. If that is the case, you would have fallen foul of this question time,
but you have not lost the opportunity to ask it again later.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:44): I thank the member for his answer. My
supplementary question is: can the minister explain why public reports of security breaches by Victoria
Police appear to have stopped being reported in August 2017?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:45): I will take advice on
that question rather than be in any way pre-emptive. There are certainly no decisions that I have been
associated with or that have been reported to me about that situation. I do not know whether in fact
what you have said in your question is correct or not. I will take advice on that.
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NICOLA GOBBO
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:45): My question is for the Minister for Health.
Minister, I refer to the Premier’s volunteer champions award you presented to Nicola Gobbo at
Government House in September 2018. Minister, noting Ms Gobbo’s high profile and links to Labor
from her time at university, did you know you were presenting the award to registered police
informer 3838?
Ms Mikakos: On a point of order, President, the question that the member has asked has no direct
bearing on my current portfolios as the Minister for Health and Minister for Ambulance Services.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I uphold the minister’s point of order. It has no relevance to her
responsibilities as a minister or her administration. I am happy to welcome—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: I am on my feet. I kind of understand the interjections that have been made,
but I still stand by the ruling I have made. I am happy to invite Ms Crozier, if she wants, to reword her
question. I do not know how she will go with that, but I am happy to invite her to.
Ms CROZIER: President, my point of order is that, yes, the minister is the Minister for Health,
but this is a very serious matter. She was sitting around that cabinet table making those decisions in
relation to discussion in her previous portfolio that she was conducting those awards on—
A member interjected.
Ms CROZIER: No, it is a pretty simple question. Did she know that she was presenting the award
to police informer 3838? It was a pretty simple question.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: If I could rule on Ms Crozier’s point of order, questions have to be relevant to
the minister’s current ministerial responsibilities, not the previous administration, so I rule that out.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, under standing order 8.01:
(1) Questions may be put to—
(a) Ministers of the Crown relating to public affairs for which the Minister is directly connected …

Well, it is a public affair and she is directly connected to it. She is directly connected. She handed the
award out. She was involved in that award. She might be very sensitive about it, but the fact is she is
connected with handing out an award to a mobster.
The PRESIDENT: No, I do not uphold that point of order.
Ms Shing: On a point of order, President, I was just going to say that ‘for which the Minister is
directly connected’ is in fact the relevant point from within the standing orders that falls over whenever
we try to apply the interpretation that both Mr Davis and Ms Crozier have adopted.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I am happy to invite Ms Crozier to, if she can, have a go at rewording
that question so it complies with the standing orders.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you, President. Again, my question is asked of the Minister for Health, and
it relates to my previous question. Minister, noting Ms Gobbo’s high profile and links to Labor from
her time at university and that you were presenting the award, in your former role, to her, in regard to
the citation that was removed from the government’s website in February of this year in relation to her
award, did you have any input into that matter at all?
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Ms Mikakos: Again, on a point of order, the member is really digging herself into a hole here.
There is no connection to my portfolios of health and ambulance services, but I actually want to help
her out of that hole. I want to help her out of that hole, President. If I can help her out of that hole, I
can actually respond to the question, because she is clearly going to be here for another hour trying to
rephrase this question, and she is never going to get there. So, President, if the member was actually
to ask me the question, not in my current portfolio capacity but actually representing Minister
Donnellan—who has, as Minister for Child Protection, responsibility for volunteers—I would be very
happy to address it in that capacity so I can respond to the matters and put some matters on the record.
Members interjecting.
Ms Mikakos: Because you have no clue—
The PRESIDENT: Minister, order! I would actually prefer it if you did not, because I think that
we do not want to set a precedent that we would have to all live with on both sides of the chamber. So
I still stand by the point of order that the question is not relevant to the minister’s current
responsibilities in terms of her ministerial duties.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, it seems to me it is very clearly a question of her current
role. Was she involved in pulling down the thing from the website—currently, in February? Surely
that is her—
Members interjecting.
Ms Shing: Further to the point of order, it is my understanding that Mr Davis’s further point of
order is simply seeking to debate your earlier ruling, which is in fact that the substantive question had
no relevance to the minister’s portfolio when it was asked and re-asked.
The PRESIDENT: I stand by my previous ruling. I think we should move on.
ALTONA SPORTS CENTRE
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:52): My question is to the Minister for Tourism, Sport
and Major Events. The community sporting facilities available in the west are frequently ageing and
in poor condition. Those facilities available regularly fail to meet the demands of the community and
often do not comply with competition standards. We desperately need a long-overdue increase in
spending on community infrastructure. The Hobsons Bay City Council and the Altona Sports Centre
need to extend the netball and basketball centre at HD Graham Reserve in Altona Meadows. It is a
regional facility with kids travelling from as far away as Seddon, Sunshine, Kingsville and Spotswood
to play there. It is already over capacity, with games shortened to ensure kids get game time. The
extension will cost $18 million and the government is only contributing $3 million, hurriedly
announced before the last election. The centre itself is committing $1 million. Will the government
allocate more to this project to ensure it gets off the ground for the good of the young people of the
western region?
The PRESIDENT: Before I call the minister, Dr Cumming, you went a fair way past your time,
just so in the future you are aware of that.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (14:53): I will take this question on notice and pass it to the minister responsible, the
Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, Martin Pakula, in the other house. I am sure Minister
Pakula will give a comprehensive response.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (14:54): That completes questions without notice. I thank Minister Somyurek
for offering to get a written response, as per the standing orders, for Dr Cumming. I thank the Leader
of the Government for offering to get a written response to Mr Limbrick on both his substantive and
supplementary questions.
Constituency questions
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (14:54): My constituency
question is for the Minister for Roads. It relates to constituents of mine—Boyd Fraser would be one
that comes to mind—and their advocacy for cycling and the recent contributions they have made. Of
course it is Bicycle Victoria’s big bike count today, and I am aware that there are indeed likely cyclists
in and around the Parliament today. There may even be some in the gallery. I ask the minister therefore:
what actions have you taken or will you take to protect a key part of Victoria’s cycling history used
by my constituents in Southern Metropolitan Region, the Maurice Kirby Velodrome in Noble Park,
from the imminent destruction planned by the City of Greater Dandenong?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (14:55): My constituency question today is for the
Minister for Roads. I did ask the Minister for Transport Infrastructure this same thing but was directed
back to the Minister for Roads. Minister, in the last term of Parliament your government praised the
installation of wire safety barriers. Just last year, after launching the road safety strategy Towards Zero,
the then Minister for Roads and Road Safety, Mr Donnellan, said:
A big part of this is the installation of life-saving centreline wire rope barriers right across the state.

When addressing concerns about the safety of the wire barriers raised by the opposition, he replied:
I will keep rolling out these wire rope barriers because I know that they save … lives …

Minister, after so many assurances from your government about the safety of these wire rope barriers,
why is the government now removing these barriers on Plenty Road, Mill Park, between McKimmies
Road and Wealthiland Drive in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region and reinstalling the
former steel Armco-type normal barriers?
Questions interrupted.
Questions on notice
ANSWERS
The PRESIDENT: Before I call the next question, I ask the Leader of the Government if there are
any answers to questions.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:56): Thank you, President,
for the opportunity to let you and the chamber know that there are written answers to the following
13 questions on notice: 5–6, 12–14, 37, 40, 42, 68–71, 79.
Constituency questions
Questions resumed.
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:56): My question is for the minister for transport.
Victoria claims to be a state of progress and innovation and a major powerhouse for the Australian
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economy. In fact the Premier has said that Victoria leads the way in innovative technology companies
and is home to some of Australia’s most important internet start-ups. So in 2019 why is Victoria
lagging behind the rest of the world in terms of internet services? There is still no wi-fi on any of our
public transport systems. As I travel through my electorate on the number 96, the number 1 and the
number 86 trams, there is no wi-fi. So I ask the minister: has the minister investigated wi-fi on our
network, and what was the response?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:57): My constituency question is for the Minister for Roads
and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC. On behalf of the Strathmerton community I have raised in
this place many times the need for the relevant minister to immediately reduce the speed limit on the
Murray Valley Highway through the township of Strathmerton from 80 kilometres per hour to
60 kilometres per hour. I have constantly warned that inaction on this issue puts lives in danger. My
pleas have so far been ignored. On Friday, 22 February, a vehicle travelling at 80 kilometres per hour
travelled through an operating school crossing on the Murray Valley Highway during the 40-kilometre
time zone, narrowly missing both the school crossing attendant and a young schoolchild. The video
footage of the incident is horrendous, and the police are investigating. Minister, a child and a crossing
attendant were nearly killed because of inaction by your government. Will you please resolve this
issue and order the immediate reduction of the speed limit on the Murray Valley Highway through
Strathmerton from 80 to 60 kilometres per hour?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (14:58): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Regional Development for the Minister for Planning. In the Progress Leader of 21 February Shelby
Brooks reported the two Victorian-era homes on Auburn Road were demolished on 17 December—
the same day Boroondara council adopted the Hawthorn East heritage gap study. It is a travesty that
while properties are being considered for heritage protection owners and property developers can
continue to demolish buildings that are awaiting interim heritage protection, making a farce of the
whole process. As local resident Rose Blanden said:
These homes are the cultural, social and architectural history of Hawthorn.

What provisions does the government have in place to stop houses that are being considered for
heritage listing being demolished before they are protected, and will the minister investigate the case
of Currajong House, a 130-year-old Hawthorn home described as being in excellent condition, which
is under threat of demolition?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:59): My question is directed to the Minister for Public
Transport, and I am very hopeful that this is her responsibility and not that of the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure as there is a bit of confusion there, I gather. As reported on Channel 7 news recently—
and as some of us have known for quite some time—parking at the Sunbury railway station is at a
premium. In fact parking generally in Sunbury has been for quite some time at a premium. Locals
have to get to the station before dawn in order to secure a car park. Anybody coming after that can
well and truly forget it. With the continued growth in Sunbury and commuters from the Macedon
Ranges travelling to Sunbury station to access the train, the situation is getting worse on a continuing
basis. During the recent election campaign the government gave commitments to the Sunbury
community to extend parking at the railway station. Minister, when will work begin on this project?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (15:00): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education and concerns the appalling standard of internet access in secondary schools in the
G21 Geelong region and the resulting diminished learning capabilities of their students. The Victorian
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Department of Education and Training says it will double current school internet speeds to
100 megabytes per second. This is only equivalent to households connected to a premium NBN
service. G21, with the support of Deakin University, the Geelong Library Corporation and other
educational institutions, has proposed an innovative solution whereby schools would be able to access
speeds at least 10 times faster than current capability and up to 1000 times faster in some instances.
This affordable solution would allow comprehensive digital access. What is the minister doing to
rectify slow internet speeds in Victoria’s regional schools?
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:01): It has been brought to my attention by members
of the community in Wantirna that there is a proposal that is rumoured to be occurring to withdraw
pedestrian-controlled traffic lights from outside the primary school at 120 Mountain Highway,
Wantirna. I therefore request that the Minister for Roads provide an assurance to the community that
in fact those pedestrian-controlled lights are not to be removed.
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15:02): I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Mental Health. The federal government recently committed $3.3 million for a range of programs and
infrastructure for mental health services for young people on the Mornington Peninsula. I call on the
state government to match funding of $300 000 for Rosebud Secondary College and $1.5 million for
an integrated youth services hub on the Mornington Peninsula. I understand that the member for
Nepean has privately said the state government will match this funding. Now, more than 100 days into
this term of the Andrews government, it is time for action. It is time for these important mental health
initiatives for young people to be a reality and for the state to step up to the plate and match the federal
government funding.
The PRESIDENT: Mr O’Donohue, could you just rephrase that to make it a question?
Mr O’DONOHUE: Thank you for the opportunity, President. The question I would put to the
minister is: will the minister match the federal government’s funding of $1.5 million for an integrated
youth services hub in Rosebud and $300 000 for Rosebud Secondary College?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (15:03): My question is again to the Minister for Health.
It goes to the question I just raised in relation to the issue around the minister and Ms Gobbo and her
recognition and the minister’s presenting of Ms Gobbo with an award at Government House last
September. This has raised many concerns within the community and it has been widely reported, as
we know, in relation to the concerns about Ms Gobbo, but I am more concerned about the minister
and her refusal to answer that. I have had a number of text messages since questions without notice.
The question I ask the minister is: was she consulted on the decision by the government to remove the
citation from the government’s website—this happened in February—or was it the government’s
decision just to remove it on its own behalf?
Committees
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 3
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (15:05): Pursuant to section 35 of the Parliamentary Committees
Act 2003, I lay on the table Alert Digest No. 3 of 2019 from the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, including appendices. I move:
That the report be published.

Motion agreed to.
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Tabled by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978—
Minister’s Order of 23 August 2018 giving approval to the granting of a lease at Mornington Park Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 23 August 2018 giving approval to the granting of a lease at Point Leo Foreshore
Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 7 October 2018 giving approval to the granting of a lease at Cross Keys Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 7 October 2018 giving approval to the granting of a lease at Tasma Terrace Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 28 January 2019 giving approval to the granting of a lease at Flinders Foreshore
Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 28 January 2019 giving approval to the granting of a lease at St Kilda Botanical
Gardens Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 28 January 2019 giving approval to the granting of a licence at Kings Domain
Reserve and Alexandra Park Reserve.
Minister’s Order of January 2019 giving approval to the granting of a licence at Moonee Ponds Court
House Reserve.
Dhelkunya Dja Land Management Board—Minister’s report of receipt of the 2017–18 report and the
Minister’s report of failure to submit 2017–18 report to the Minister within the prescribed period and the
reason therefor.
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986—Minister’s certificate of 21 February 2019, pursuant to
section 7(1)(c) of the Act.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003—Government response to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s Report on the 2018–19 Budget Estimates.
Planning and Environment Act 1987—Notices of Approval of the following amendments to planning
schemes—
Boroondara Planning Scheme—Amendment C310.
Buloke, Campaspe, Central Goldfields, Gannawarra, Greater Bendigo, Loddon, Macedon Ranges,
Mildura, Mount Alexander and Swan Hill Planning Schemes—Amendment GC117.
Cardinia Planning Scheme—Amendment C253.
Colac Otway Planning Scheme—Amendment C85.
Corangamite Planning Scheme—Amendment C44.
Melbourne Planning Scheme—Amendment C349.
South Gippsland Planning Scheme—Amendment C109.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament—
Adoption Act 1984—No. 8.
Coroners Act 2008—No. 9.
Fisheries Act 1995—No. 11.
Health Complaints Act 2016—No. 12.
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004—No. 10.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—No. 13.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 4, 5, 9 and 10.
Victorian Inspectorate—
Report 2018–19, No. 1, pursuant to section 30Q of the Surveillance Devices Act 1999 in relation to
agencies authorised to use surveillance devices.
Report 2017–18, pursuant to section 39 of the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004 in relation to
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission.
Report 2017–18, pursuant to section 39 of the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004 in relation to
Victoria Police.
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Report 2017–18, pursuant to section 74P of the Wildlife Act 1975 in relation to the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning.
Report 2017–18, pursuant to section 74P of the Wildlife Act 1975 in relation the Game Management
Authority.
Report 2017–18, pursuant to section 131T of the Fisheries Act 1995 in relation to the Victorian Fisheries
Authority.
Wildlife Act 1975—Wildlife (Prohibition of Game Hunting) Notice, Gazetted 20 February 2019.

A proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing an operative date in respect of the following act:
Labour Hire Licensing Act 2018—Parts 2, 3, 5 and 6, and Divisions 1, 3 and 6 of Part 7 and Part 8—29 April
2019 (Gazette No. G9, 28 February 2019).

Production of documents
WEST GATE TUNNEL
The Clerk: I lay on the table a letter from the Attorney-General in response to the resolution of the
Council of 20 February 2019 relating to the West Gate Tunnel project. The letter states that the date
for production of the documents does not allow sufficient time for the government to respond. The
letter further states that the government is in the process of collating and considering the relevant
documents and will endeavour to provide a final response to the order as soon as possible.
GOVERNMENT BRIEFING BOOKS
The Clerk: I have a further letter from the Attorney-General. I lay on the table a letter and a
schedule of documents subject to a claim of executive privilege from the Attorney-General in response
to the resolution of the Council of 6 February 2019 relating to the government briefing books. The
letter states in conclusion:
The Government has determined that the release of all documents relevant to the Council’s resolution would
be prejudicial to the public interest on the basis that the disclosure would reveal, directly or indirectly, the
deliberative processes of Cabinet. Accordingly, the Government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in full in relation to each of the documents described, and on the grounds set out, in the
attached schedule.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
NOTICES OF INTENTION TO MAKE STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Notice given.
GENERAL BUSINESS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:16): By leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business on Wednesday, 6 March 2019:
(1) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Davis in relation to sessional orders;
(2) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Rich-Phillips in relation to the revocation of multiple amending
deeds under the Melbourne City Link Act 1995;
(3) the notice of motion given this day by Dr Ratnam referring a matter to the Environment and Planning
Committee relating to Victoria’s recycling and waste management system;
(4) notice of motion 37, standing in the name of Dr Ratnam, referring a matter to the Environment and
Planning Committee in relation to dangerous cladding used on buildings; and
(5) order of the day 4, standing in the name of Mr Davis, providing references to certain joint committees.

Motion agreed to.
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Members statements
JOAN KIRNER WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (15:17): It was a great pleasure to join members of the
Vietnamese community in Melbourne’s west on Friday with my parliamentary colleagues Dr Tien
Kieu, a member for South Eastern Metropolitan Region, and the member for St Albans, Natalie
Suleyman, to celebrate and witness the incredible fundraising efforts of the Vietnamese community in
support of the Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital. The Vietnamese community across
Melbourne has raised over $275 000 towards this project and counting—an incredible effort and a
humbling display of community spirit at its best. We are very proud to be part of a government that
has recognised the growing health needs of Melbourne’s west and has invested over $200 million to
provide a world-class women’s and children’s hospital in Sunshine. I look forward to the opening of
this hospital later this year, and I congratulate the Vietnamese community for their generosity and
commitment to this project.
DONNA BOWMAN
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (15:18): I rise today to encourage and spread the message of
an outstanding community member and member of the Victoria Police family, Donna Bowman.
Donna’s husband, Anthony Bowman, was an ex-Victoria Police officer. On 18 March last year Donna
found Anthony after he had committed suicide on their property. Prior to his death Anthony had not
displayed any symptoms of depression or PTSD to any family, friends or colleagues. Tony left behind
his wife, four children, three grandchildren, a sister, a brother and many other family members and
colleagues.
Under the banner of the organisation she founded, Those Left Behind, Donna aims to walk
3000 kilometres around Victoria to draw attention to those people left behind after such tragic
circumstances. Along the way she will be talking to many people and police officers to try to bring
awareness about the lifelong damage suicide causes those left behind. The funds gathered during
Donna’s remarkable journey will be given to the Victoria Police mental health unit. Donna tells me
this unit has been instrumental in keeping her alive over the past 11 months. Donna plans to leave on the
first anniversary of Tony’s death, 18 March, with the walk anticipated to take nine weeks to complete.
Donna wrote to me recently and said that the walk will help her overcome the trauma by making
something good come out of something so tragic and that, if she can save one life, it will give meaning
to Tony’s death. I extend my admiration to Donna and wish her all the best on her journey and for her
continuing support of the Victoria Police mental health unit.
VICTORIAN BUSHFIRES
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (15:20): It seems like only yesterday that we were here in this
chamber marking the 10-year anniversary of the Black Saturday fires, which claimed a total of
180 lives across the state. Today we are here again as firefighters continue to battle blazes in eastern
Victoria, which thus far have claimed numerous buildings, including homes, throughout the Narracan
area, the Latrobe Valley and out towards East Gippsland.
To those who have been responsible for evacuations, for first response on the ground and in the air,
those strike teams who have turned out time and time again to make and to keep our communities safe,
thank you. To those machinery operators who have dug breaks throughout the night, often in terrible
conditions, thank you. To the local councils, those people who are working and volunteering at relief
centres throughout the areas, thank you. To the Red Cross, the chaplaincy services, people who are
providing pastoral support and care to those who are in a state of intense shock and trauma, thank you.
To Emergency Management Victoria, to all volunteers, to private business, industry and the
community groups who have reached out so selflessly to help people at their darkest hour, thank you.
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Throughout the Licola, Dargo, Gembrook, Bunyip North, Tonimbuk, Yinnar South and Wilsons
Promontory areas, the efforts have been nothing short of extraordinary, and the work will go on to
provide our communities with all of the help and support they need now and into the future.
AFL COMMUNITY CAMP, SHEPPARTON
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (15:21): It gives me great pleasure to rise and inform members
of the recent AFL community camp held in my hometown of Shepparton by my beloved Richmond
Football Club. Community camps see AFL teams visit regional and remote communities around
Australia, and being a passionate Richmond supporter I am proud that Shepparton hosted the mighty
Tigers. Richmond’s Shepparton visit kicked off last Friday with players signing autographs and
holding mini footy clinics in the Maude Street Mall. Players visited patients at Goulburn Valley
Health, and some of our Indigenous players visited the Rumbalara Football Netball Club, where they
inspected plans for the future Munarra Centre for Regional Excellence. Shepparton is the home of
Richmond’s Next Generation Academy in partnership with AFL Goulburn Murray, and it was great
to see our local junior players and coaches working alongside senior coach Damien Hardwick and his
coaches and players during a training session.
On Saturday the club held an open training session at Deakin Reserve followed by a luncheon that all
players and coaches attended. Sunday saw the Tigers take on Melbourne in their first JLT preseason
game. I am happy to report that the Tigers had a good win, but just as good was seeing more than
6000 fans pack Shepparton’s Deakin Reserve to watch the match. I want to congratulate everyone
from Greater Shepparton City Council and AFL Goulburn Murray for their wonderful organisation of
Richmond’s visit, and I want to thank the entire playing group and staff of the Richmond Football
Club for being so accommodating and generous of their time during their visit. Bring on season 2019
and another Richmond premiership. Go Tiges!
VICTORIAN BUSHFIRES
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (15:23): I am pleased to follow on from my colleague Ms Shing
in paying tribute to all of the community members and emergency services personnel who have been
dealing with the horrendous fires that have been raging and which continue to cause concern right
across eastern Victoria. Over and over again we see the worst of times bring out the best in people,
and we are seeing that as we speak.
I pay tribute with just one story of so many of one of my team members, Mr Ian Maxfield, a former
member for Narracan in the other place, who bravely battled Black Saturday and was geared up again
to deal with the Drouin fires. He is a proud CFA volunteer. Thankfully his property and those of his
neighbours are safe at the moment, but again I note the willingness of people to strap on the emergency
services gear, get out and put their lives on the line to save others and others’ property and livestock.
It was very reassuring to attend yesterday the community meeting at Pakenham, which was attended
by hundreds and hundreds of the community. Minister Neville was there, as was the member for Bass,
Ms Crugnale. It was terrific to see the community spirit alive and well with the support people were
giving each other and the incredible information and support that was provided by all of our agencies.
The emergency management commissioner, Mr Crisp, was there, which shows just how seriously of
course our services are taking this. I wish all of those fighting the blazes well.
FAMILY VIOLENCE
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:25): Domestic violence is a blight on every society in which
it is found. It creates physical and mental pain and destroys families. It is abhorrent. As the father of
three daughters, one of my greatest fears is that one day they will find themselves in an abusive
relationship, but at least they know they will have the support necessary to protect them if that were to
occur. It is a national tragedy that so many women face violence on a daily basis, with little support
and often nowhere to turn.
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Of course domestic violence should not exist. Attitudes need to change, and respect for all must
become a priority for our communities across Australia. Those who do not show that respect should
feel the full wrath of the law. As Dr Martin Luther King, Jr, once said, ‘It may be true that the law
cannot change the heart, but it can restrain the heartless’. As legislators, we should always keep those
words in mind.
I was particularly pleased to see that Prime Minister Scott Morrison recently announced a $328 million
package to fight this insidious evil. I commend the Prime Minister on this program which will improve
frontline services, build or expand safe places, provide more prevention strategies and allocate
$35 million specifically for Aboriginal Australians, every cent of which is needed given the appalling
suffering which is being inflicted on Indigenous women and children in some places in our nation.
I live in hope that in years to come domestic violence will become something of distant folklore. Real
men do not hit women. I know we will soon see one day when that reality becomes a truism.
VICTORIAN BUSHFIRES
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:26): I stand to acknowledge emergency
workers and volunteers for their ongoing work in the bushfire emergency. My mother, Margaret, and
her husband, Richard, were evacuated to the Bellbird Park relief centre in Drouin from my mother’s
home in Labertouche yesterday. Volunteers from the Lions Club and helpers from the Salvation Army
have provided food, bedding and counselling. A local locksmith also erected a gazebo to provide them
with shelter. They even fed my mother’s faithful kelpie dog, Jimmy, who had alerted her to the fire
that night by barking. The local vet has provided care and safe shelter for cats and dogs free of charge.
The official representatives of disaster relief are constantly present, giving updates and advice. The
Red Cross are making sure all evacuees are registered and monitored in a discreet and caring manner.
Many of these volunteers have cancelled weekend plans and travelled very long distances to help.
Ten years ago my mother’s property was also damaged by the Black Saturday bushfires, and
volunteers helped with her fencing and other tasks to help her and her partner get back on their feet.
She tells me the great positive to come out of all these traumatic experiences is the care and compassion
offered and the camaraderie formed between fellow evacuees. I would like to pass on her thanks and
mine to the community of volunteers and emergency services personnel for their tremendous support
during the bushfire emergency.
PHILIP CUMMINS
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15:28): I wish to acknowledge the passing of the
Honourable Philip Cummins. Robert Clark, the former Attorney-General, summed up his qualities
much better than I could. He said to me in an email:
This is incredibly sad news indeed. Philip was warm, friendly, talented, hard-working, fair-minded and
supportive of many good causes. He was an outstanding Chair of the Law Reform Commission, leading the
Commission through many important and far-reaching references, and he did a superb job as the inaugural
Chair of the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee … he will be sorely missed.

Indeed he was much loved and supported by victims of crime, who were appreciative of the way he
ran trials and the compassion he had for victims.
LORNA EVANS
Mr O’DONOHUE: I also wish to acknowledge the sad passing of Ms Lorna Evans. One of the
great privileges of this job is the people who support us, and Lorna and her husband, Rod, have been
longstanding branch members of the of the Upwey branch of the Liberal Party. Lorna was generous,
kind, loyal, dedicated and understated, and I am just so grateful for all the support and encouragement
that both she and Rod have given me. She will be sorely missed.
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VICTORIAN BUSHFIRES
Mr O’DONOHUE: I wish to also knowledge the firefighters, emergency responders and all others
who have helped in the bushfire response throughout eastern Victoria, not just for the fires in
Gippsland—Licola, Dargo, Yinnar South and Bunyip—but also for those in Shoreham, where there
was a very serious blaze that put the township of Shoreham at risk. This has been a very difficult and
stressful time, and I acknowledge and congratulate all those involved in the bushfire response.
VICTORIAN BUSHFIRES
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (15:29): Once again our beautiful Gippsland region is suffering from
major fires. There are so many fires. Dargo, Licola, Yinnar South and environs and the Bunyip
complex fires have wreaked havoc this weekend. Distressed residents have fled from their homes.
Thankfully so many homes have been saved, but some have been lost. Years of treasured possessions
and memories are gone. Other have lost vital infrastructure, sheds and equipment. Thankfully not too
many livestock have been lost.
I am in awe of the hundreds of brave and dedicated emergency service workers who have been and
are still battling these fires—our hardworking front line in the CFA, SES and VicPol and all those
behind the front line, who provide that valuable information and recovery response, and a shout-out
to Lardner Park, who housed the horses brought out from the Bunyip fire.
Visiting the Drouin and Morwell relief centres over the weekend, it was just so wonderful to see the
compassion that our fellow people provide each other. We had volunteers from the Red Cross,
St John’s Ambulance and the Victorian Council of Churches. Our local council staff were working
tremendously well, and our councillors were feeding people and quite literally wrapping their arms
around people. My heart goes out to those people who have lost their precious possessions, but we are
so thankful that we have not lost any lives in this situation.
CLIMATE CHANGE
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:31): On Friday, 15 March, millions of students around
the world will be walking out of their schools and taking a stand on climate change. These courageous,
committed, caring and inspiring young people are the hope for the future; in fact they may be the only
hope for the future with the way things are going. Right now we are facing a climate emergency. We
have already experienced heatwaves, weather extremes and insects being wiped out, and last month
the world lost its first native mammal to climate change caused extinction.
Heroes like Greta Thunberg, a student from Sweden, faced with despair, have been forced to take
matters into their own hands. She started weekly strikes alone and caught the attention of international
leaders, and now the strike action has become a global movement, involving tens of thousands of
students from more than 30 countries from every continent. Right here in Melbourne I have met with
a number of young people who are working with their peers, building support and skilling themselves
up to take action. These young people are my heroes. Striking is a legitimate form of protest. In fact it
has been at the heart of many important changes that have happened in the world. And what bigger
issue is there than what we face globally with the threat of climate change?
Let us support these young people. I call on all schools to encourage their students to strike on the
15th. Join with them. I will be joining with them—in awe of their passion and being ready and willing
to do everything to make sure that we hand over this planet in a state that their generation and future
generations can inhabit. As the wise saying goes, ‘If not us, then who? If not now, then when?’.
CARDINAL GEORGE PELL
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:33): Cardinal George Pell is now a convicted child sex
offender and sits on remand in prison awaiting sentence. Twenty years ago I published a book called
Hypocrites, which detailed hundreds of cases of sexual abuse within the Catholic Church. At the time,
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Cardinal Pell came out strongly against me. Time has now proven his criticisms to be false, and indeed
while he railed against me and my associates for making so-called ‘outrageous claims’, he had in fact
abused children.
Pell was the architect of the Melbourne Response—the compensation scheme now widely recognised
as having minimised the Church’s legal and financial liability. Under the Melbourne Response
compensation payments were unfairly capped, with an average payout of $36 000, and victims were
forced to sign a deed of settlement waiving their right to further civil action. As has been revealed
since, victims were pushed into this substandard scheme without being offered legal advice as to their
rights.
After Pell’s guilty conviction last week, there are growing calls for victims who obtained
compensation through the Melbourne Response scheme to have their deed of settlement with the
Church set aside. This would give them a chance to pursue a fairer settlement amount. I hope this is a
reform that this government can facilitate. The Melbourne Response was a sham. It was concerned
with protecting the Church’s reputation and attempting to minimise their financial and legal liability.
I urge every member here to work with victims to ensure they are fairly compensated, and I join others
in urging the government— (Time expired)
Business of the house
ORDERS OF THE DAY
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (15:35): I move:
That the consideration of order of the day 1, for the resumption of debate on the motion for the address-inreply to the speech of the Governor, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (15:35): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, government business, 10 to 31, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr JENNINGS:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15:36): I am pleased to rise on behalf of the LiberalNationals coalition and speak on the Parliamentary Committees Amendment Bill 2019. I flag to the
chamber, as Mr Wells did in the other place in his contribution, that the opposition will be opposing
this bill.
This is a strange bill. Let me say at the outset that the second-reading speech is incredibly brief, one
of the briefest second-reading speeches I have seen. The bill itself is very contained, and the
explanatory memorandum does not provide a great deal of detail about what this bill is intending to
do, or the rationale for this bill. Given that on the notice paper we have order of the day 3, the Victorian
Independent Remuneration Tribunal and Improving Parliamentary Standards Bill 2019, it does not
seem to make sense that we are dealing with the remuneration of certain members of Parliament, when
that bill, that is supposed to provide an independent tribunal for the setting of parliamentary
remuneration, is on the notice paper.
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The bill also seeks to abolish a number of longstanding, highly regarded joint parliamentary
committees. Again, we see no rationale or explanation for that. The bill, it is stated, is designed to
rebalance the committee workload of the Legislative Council by abolishing four joint house
committees. I understand that in the briefing the government advised this legislative work would be
absorbed by standing committees in the Legislative Assembly, which would cover similar portfolios.
Clause 1 provides the purpose of the bill, to abolish certain joint house committees and to amend the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 to make additional salary and allowance
entitlements to a certain number of MPs for roles held in the executive government. The committees
to be abolished, as detailed in clauses 3 and 4, are the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee,
the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development Committee, the Family and
Community Development Committee and the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee.
Just pausing there, I will talk about these committees. The parliamentary committees have such a
proud and impressive record of leading difficult, contentious areas of public policy, and outside of the
politically charged environment of the chamber members can work together across different political
parties to find solutions to difficult problems. By doing so, often the politics associated with difficult
public policy changes are removed, because through a committee process that identifies solutions to a
difficult problem in a bipartisan, tripartisan—across the political spectrum—way, the government of
the day can take those recommendations and make them policy, make them law and implement them
as change.
This is when the Parliament operates at its best—when the parliamentary committees do this work.
Personally it has been an absolute privilege for me to serve on committees looking at issues like organ
donation rates, end-of-life choices and the review of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee provides so much information to the Parliament and
does such a great job of reporting on bills and giving us the information we need to do the best we can
when debating legislation.
It is worth thinking about some of the inquiries and some of the areas of policy change that these
committees have led and have considered. The environment committee had the Fiskville inquiry; the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee had numerous investigations and inquiries into the very
difficult and at times politically charged issue of drug use—both illicit drug use but also the use of
prescription drugs and the like, which when misused can cause so much harm. The Road Safety
Committee is often cited by many far and wide for the work it did in making our roads safer and
leading public policy change. It is hard to imagine as we stand here in 2019 that once upon a time the
concept of wearing seatbelts was contentious—it was an attack on people’s freedom and liberty.
People thought that seatbelts were unnecessary, that they may actually be more dangerous or create
other issues. Of course it was the Road Safety Committee of this Parliament that recommended the
use and mandated the introduction of seatbelts in all new vehicles, and that ultimately was a significant
step forward in road safety.
In the last Parliament, after a promise by Mr Noonan when he was Minister for Police, the Law
Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee undertook an inquiry into petrol or fuel drive-offs,
which again is a really important issue—a difficult issue in a policy sense. That committee undertook
that inquiry. The Road Safety Committee undertook various inquiries into issues like speed limits,
motorcycle safety—during the term of the Baillieu-Napthine governments there was a full inquiry into
motorcycle issues—pedestrian safety and driver distraction.
I think these road safety issues often found their way to the Road Safety Committee and its
predecessors because so many of these issues are contentious, with competing views in the
community, depending on one’s perspective, one’s priorities and what one perceives to be the solution
to those issues. The Road Safety Committee did such a fantastic job over successive governments,
over many terms, in identifying solutions and answers.
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In the last Parliament the Family and Community Development Committee undertook an inquiry into
services for people with autism spectrum disorder, which I know Mr Finn has a passionate interest in.
He has advocated very strongly for reform, funding, services and programs in that area. But perhaps,
after the inquiry recommending the mandating of seatbelts, the Betrayal of Trust inquiry was such a
seminal inquiry of the Parliament. With Ms Crozier as chair and Mr McGuire, the member for
Broadmeadows in the other place, as deputy chair, it came up with a landmark, groundbreaking report
that led to such significant legislative change and did so with support from across the chambers.
There is a proven record of public policy change, public policy solutions to very contentious public
policy issues. These committees have a proven record of finding long-term solutions. Isn’t that one of
the core functions of parliamentarians, of our work here? I know it gives me personally a great deal of
confidence—and I am sure members would agree with me—that when legislation comes before this
place based on an extensive, detailed, well-researched report that has the bipartisan support of
members of this place, we know we are in a good place to pass that legislation.
I find it absolutely incongruous, absolutely unbelievable, that the government is proposing to abolish
these longstanding, well-respected committees, committees that the previous coalition government,
when it had control of both houses, did not abolish. They have stood the test of time, but for some
reason the Andrews government is going to abolish them. With the greatest of respect to the
government, the rationale for the abolition of these committees—that they will be replaced by a
number of Legislative Assembly standing committees and that the joint house committees will be
replaced by some super standing committees—is misplaced. There is a question about whether these
committees would actually have the same powers to investigate, because sometimes these committees
do work that the executive finds very troubling—awkward—and uncover issues that the executive
does not wish to have uncovered.
The government is yet to explain whether the new committees that will replace these well-established
committees, which have legislated powers to investigate, subpoena documents, subpoena witnesses
and have closed hearings, public hearings and the like, will have the same powers. Those powers, in
my experience, have been used sparingly, but when they have been used they have often uncovered
extremely important information, which, as I said, the executive may not wish to have released but
which is in the public interest and which ventilates an issue that otherwise has not been ventilated in a
way that assists the community.
So we are strongly opposed to the abolition of these highly regarded, highly respected committees,
which often have dedicated committee secretariats who are experienced in these policy areas, and that
is an important point. The executive officers and researchers are often experts in their fields—of the
environment, road safety, drug policy or whatever it is. Will that experience be retained with these
vague notions of these super committees? Why are more committees being established just for
Assembly members, when there is a different experience that comes to the table when Assembly
members and Council members form a committee? Assembly members have much smaller
electorates; we have much bigger electorates. Our experiences are different, with the two chambers
operating quite separately. The establishment of separate Assembly committees, again, I do not think
has been properly explained by the government. To summarise perhaps the last 10 minutes: if it ain’t
broke, don’t fix it. These committees have stood the test of time across multiple governments, they do
excellent work and they should continue to do so.
Let me turn to the issue of the remuneration of certain members, which is also part of this bill. As I
said in my introduction, it seems unusual that we are debating this legislation when on the notice paper
is the Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal and Improving Parliamentary Standards Bill, and
that tribunal will have a mandate to examine the issues that the government is seeking to legislate now.
Why is this being wrapped up in this bill? Why aren’t these issues referred to the to-be-established or
the proposed-to-be-established remuneration tribunal? One of the objectives of the remuneration
tribunal bill is to improve standards and improve the public’s regard for the way the remuneration of
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members of Parliament is established, yet here the government is proposing to increase the
remuneration of certain members without really any explanation in the second-reading speech and
without any analysis of the value proposition that we have been at least provided with as part of the
bill process.
The bill proposes that chairpersons of standing committees receive an extra 10 per cent of salary and
that additional salary and an expense allowance be received by the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Premier, which increase from 15 per cent to 24 per cent and from 10 per cent to 18 per cent
respectively. Some unkind people have referred to this as the ‘Danny Pearson bill’, which I think is
not being generous. Mr Pearson is always pleasant to me and I have a pleasant relationship with him,
but having actually held that position of Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier for a period of time, I
am not quite sure why the percentage is to change and what the rationale is for that. Again, it is not
explained in the second-reading speech.
The Government Whip is also to have a salary increase, with an extra 18 per cent to 25 per cent
loading. There is a new position created of Deputy Government Whip in the Assembly. It is proposed
that it will attract a 10 per cent loading. Again, what is the rationale for the creation of this new position
that, to my knowledge, has never existed in the past? Is this the Premier’s way of managing a large
backbench? Is that the rationale for this? And there is additional salary proposed for the chairperson
of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee. Again, as a previous chair of SARC as well, I
understand the workload that that involves, but I am not sure that that has changed this year compared
to last year or five or 10 years ago. What is the rationale for doing this, and what is the rationale for
doing this independent of the Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal and Improving
Parliamentary Standards Bill 2019? I flag that I will ask some of those questions in the committee
stage of the bill and seek perhaps some more detail about the rationale for these extra loadings.
In summary, we will be opposing this bill. It is surprising that this is one of the first priorities of the
re-elected Labor government. We have issues like the cladding issue, which is affecting so many
people. We have got a range of issues on the government’s agenda. Why is the remuneration of some
members of the Labor Party such a high priority? Again, if I was cynical, I could say that the abolition
of these important joint parliamentary committees that have such broad powers and that, as I said
before, can cause embarrassment to the executive, continues a consistent pattern of behaviour of
attempting to reduce scrutiny. Just last sitting week the Parliament passed the Labor government’s bill
to reduce the capacity of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission to hold public
hearings. There is debate about the sessional orders, but currently as we stand the number of questions
without notice that the non-government parties—either the crossbench or the opposition—can ask of
the government is greatly diminished from the last Parliament. There has been the reintroduction of
Dorothy Dixers, which the Premier said he would rule out—they are back. The government spent over
$1 million to try and stop the Ombudsman’s inquiry into the red shirts rort, and ultimately the
Ombudsman only investigated the members of the Legislative Council, because of the jurisdictional
issues that the government raised and the endless litigation that the government undertook to try and
stop that process.
When we think of the esteem in which we, as members of Parliament, are held, regrettably, in the eyes
of many members of the community, it is very low. You think of the former Speaker, Mr Languiller,
and the former Deputy Speaker, Mr Nardella, and their rorting of the second residence allowance;
there is a consistent pattern of behaviour where allowances have been rorted by Labor members. There
has been change brought in to tighten up those rules and regulations to stop that rorting, and then there
has been further rorting by Labor members. This is regrettable, and it does not do any of us any favours
as representatives of the community or for the standing of members of Parliament and the work of the
Parliament. So for those reasons the opposition is opposed to the bill, and I look forward to exploring
some of these issues in more detail with the minister in the committee stage.
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Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:57): I rise to speak briefly on the Parliamentary
Committees Amendment Bill 2019, which somewhat curiously plans to abolish the non-statutory
parliamentary joint house committees, as well as providing pay rises for certain government members.
I say it is curious because we have got an independent remuneration tribunal bill coming up straight
after this one that will talk about independent remuneration, but prior to that we are making our own
decisions ahead of the independent tribunal to give pay rises for certain government members. I am
not actually suggesting that they do not deserve them. If this brings in a rate of consistency across
payments, I do not particularly have a problem with that, but I do have a problem with abolishing the
committees.
I have read the second-reading speech. I have spoken to government. I have spoken to departments. I
still cannot quite see why, when I have found it to be some of the most rewarding and privileged work
that I have been able to do in this house and when I look back on the history of these committees. In
fact I have been on the other side. I have given evidence to committees and put submissions in,
attended hearings in my work representing various communities, so I have seen it from both sides, and
I have found both sides of that table to be rewarding. As someone putting submissions into the
committees and giving evidence, I felt listened to. I felt that the people I was representing on that side
had their voices heard and reported in the final reports that came out of these committees. These
committees have done amazing work. You only have to look at seatbelts, which came out of a
Victorian parliamentary committee in the 1970s. We started the process for introducing seatbelts, and
we have continued that important work.
They really are investigative. We are given the resources to really look at and to dive deep into an
issue, to speak broadly to the community, to conduct wideranging public hearings, to investigate how
other jurisdictions are doing things better or worse and to very much hear from the community about
important issues that we as a Parliament will consider. Often, as I mentioned, like seatbelts, they direct
where we go in the future of governance, where our policies are, where they are directed and how we
can get a gauge on where our communities stands on really important issues.
I understand that we have upper house standing committees, and I have been part of amazing inquiries
there, but they are limited. They are limited by funding, they are limited by resources and they are very
often limited by time, where the joint house committees are awarded a much greater range of support,
whether that is in staff or whether that is in budget. Maybe I have been incredibly lucky in the
committees that I have been part of, but largely they have been consensus driven—that the people on
the committee have worked towards finding common ground and finding where we agree and working
from those points. I know there are other committees that may not have been quite so consensus driven,
but certainly the ones that I have been involved with did good work and did so largely by consensus.
This is something that we do not see, and it is something that the community does not see. The
community sees question time. They see us bashing each other’s heads. They see the pointlessness of
question time. They understand that question time is not answer time, and that is what they think we
do. They do not see the deliberation and the research that goes into some of the investigatory inquiries
that we have done, and we and these committees effect change, as I said. They are good for our
community. They are a good way for us to learn more as Independents. For me, without the resources
of a large party that might be able to have a whole range of advisors and researchers, I learned an awful
lot during the committee process and being on those committees.
I would have to say that one of the more recent committees that I think has done quite extraordinary
work is the one that was in the 57th Parliament where, under Ms Crozier’s stewardship, the Family
and Community Development Committee’s Betrayal of Trust inquiry broke significant ground on
institutional child sex abuse. It worked towards and it worked alongside the amazing work of the royal
commission. That sits well-thumbed in my office.
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Mr Ramsay led the methamphetamine inquiry, the ice report, which the next government largely
adopted, and that became their response to ice in our community. It was the recommendations of that
joint house investigatory committee. These are the areas.
I appreciate that sometimes the outcomes and the recommendations of these committees are not
comfortable for government, but what I speak about to the community is the amazing work that they
do and the time that we get to learn where each other stands and why they stand where they stand. We
learn more about each other in this Parliament through those committee processes. I have had the
opportunity to get to know people that I probably never would have got to know, because they were
in another house, they represented electorates that were far-flung from mine and we would not have
crossed paths much, but I got to cross paths and I got to spend quality time and learn from them, and
I suddenly had learned a lot. Whether it might have been from former members like Martin Dixon or
even Louise Asher, their years and sometimes decades of experience I got a lot from, so I just cannot
see what good comes from abolishing these committees. I am at a complete loss.
I must say when I talk to the community, as Mr O’Donohue raised, the community does not hold a lot
of trust or faith in us. They think that we have our snouts in the trough and that we cannot be trusted,
and certainly the Edelman Trust Barometer shows that the majority of Australians do not trust their
governments. That is sorry and that is sad, and I think engaging our community in our processes is
one way to try and earn back that trust. I know I talk about it a lot when I am talking to school groups
or I am talking to community groups—that what they see on television is largely not what we do. What
we do generally is debate, very often in a civilised manner. We listen to each other. We learn from
each other, and during the committee processes we not only learn from each other but also discover
and find common ground. Very often, as we saw with the Betrayal of Trust report and the
methamphetamine report, committees actually direct another government in their policies as they go
forward. So I just cannot see any reason why the government would do this, other than to reduce the
influence or the input of the Parliament on the process. To me I think that is cocky or even arrogant.
As I mentioned, as for the specific salary increases for certain government members, I think it is very
cute that we are doing this. We are putting up an independent remuneration bill that will be given the
task of setting the salaries and remuneration for all of us, including some of our electoral budget, and
I very much welcome that. But again, when the public sees us introducing an independent remuneration
bill on one hand and then introducing a bill that increases the pay of certain members on the other
hand, I think they have every right to question how dedicated we are to independent remuneration.
I will be sad if this bill does pass. As I say, I have learned a lot from the committee process just in the
one term that I have been here, but I have also learned a lot from the committee reports of previous
terms, and I have really learned from the people that I have shared those committees and those
committee investigations with, so I will not be supporting the bill.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (16:08): I rise to speak on the Parliamentary Committees
Amendment Bill 2019. This bill has two major parts. Firstly, it amends the Parliamentary Committees
Act 2003 to abolish a number of joint committees, with the aim of replacing them with policy-focused
standing committees of the Legislative Assembly. Secondly, it amends the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 to substantially increase the salaries and allowances of certain government
MPs. The Greens have concerns about both aspects of this bill.
Parliamentary committees are an essential part of the parliamentary system. The committee system
allows members of the opposition and crossbench in particular, but also members of the party of
government, to scrutinise matters and gives the public an opportunity to have their say and give input
into the key issues facing Victoria. Victoria is indeed facing many complex challenges. Parliamentary
committees, including joint committees, play an important role in hearing from the community on
these challenges and considering solutions away from the hyperpartisanship of the parliamentary
chambers.
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Committees are also a key element in holding the government to account. The integrity of our
parliamentary system relies on non-government parties holding the government to account, including
through committees. It is always reasonable to be suspicious of governments that seek to remove or
reorder important accountability mechanisms. While I appreciate why governments like to be in
control of everything, that is not how the Westminster system of government works best. Checks and
balances are critical to democracy, and the committee system, which in Victoria is already a poor
cousin to its federal counterpart, is an essential element of that balance.
The Greens are also opposed to the provisions in this bill that provide certain members of the
government with pay increases. We cannot quite reconcile how the government can seek to debate on
the same day a proposed independent remuneration tribunal and a bill that arbitrarily increases the pay
of select government members. Given that the government’s Victorian Independent Remuneration
Tribunal and Improving Parliamentary Standards Bill 2019 includes a clause which stipulates that no
MP will be worse off, these pay increases will be set in stone. Prioritising this bill feels like nothing
more than attempting to sneak in handouts to the government benches one last time before the rules
change.
The salary increases provided for in this bill are significant. They include the Parliamentary Secretary
to the Premier being entitled to an additional salary of 24 per cent per annum and an expense allowance
of 18 per cent per annum of their base salary, which equals almost $29 000 extra per year. The new
position of Deputy Government Whip in the Assembly will be entitled to an additional salary of 10 per
cent per annum of their base salary, which is almost $16 000 more. The Government Whip in the
Assembly will be entitled to an additional salary of 20 per cent per annum of their base salary, or
almost $32 000 more.
I want to put on the record that the Greens firmly believe in the right of everyone in Australia to be
paid a fair and decent wage for the work that they do, including members of Parliament. We do not
doubt that these MPs work hard and long hours, but so do so many people in the community. In the
broader community wage rates have been stagnant for a long time. Even in the Victorian public service
wage increases are usually no more than 2.5 per cent, yet here is the government giving its own
members an increase of more than 20 per cent. Just today there are reports that the Treasurer has asked
public sector workers to adjust wage demands because of reduced stamp duty and less assets he wants
to sell off, leading to less revenue to go around for important projects that are important to all
Victorians. Yet they are asking for this rise for their own members.
We are concerned here that the government has not explained why these particular pay rises are
necessary. The second-reading speech for this bill simply outlines the percentage increases I listed
above without explaining why these increases are being given and why the specific increases provided
are justified. Indeed from the outside it just looks like the government distributing the spoils of victory.
We believe in accountability and integrity in government, which extends to explaining where
government money is being spent and why, especially if it is being spent on increasing the salaries of
government members.
As I mentioned earlier, the timing of this bill is not a coincidence, but it does have the effect of clearly
showing the hypocrisy of this government. The Premier is on the record as agreeing with a basic
principle that the Greens also support, and I quote:
What I think Victorians want and deserve is for their members of Parliament, their government, their elected
representatives not to be setting their own pay …

Yet here we are debating a bill to set in stone pay increases to Labor government members rather than
letting the remuneration tribunal determine the appropriate additional salaries for MPs who hold certain
positions. So we are not supporting this bill because it is another example of the double standards that
are leading people to be more and more disillusioned with politics. Giving yourselves a pay rise before
the rules change is not the action of a government committed to accountability and integrity.
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Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (16:14): I rise today to speak on the Parliamentary Committees
Amendment Bill 2019. In doing so I want to pick up on a number of the contributions that have been
made by earlier speakers and to address some of the concerns and the confusion that appear to have
arisen in relation to this particular bill—what it intends to do, what its effects will be and what the
consequences of the changes will mean for a number of factors in the bill, including the increases to
allowances, the scope, role and capacity of new standing committees and the changes to the status quo
as they will play out in the event that this bill is passed by the Parliament. What we have heard today
from a number of speakers, including Mr O’Donohue, Ms Patten and Dr Ratnam, has been a variety
of generalised concerns about an apparent degradation in the capacity of the Parliament to inquire into,
investigate and report on various matters that are of interest in the functions of the government and the
Parliament and which, as Mr O’Donohue has rightly pointed out, may in fact be a matter of discomfort,
to paraphrase his earlier contribution, for the executive.
There is at the heart of these contributions the insinuation that there will not be any capacity for the
Parliament to interrogate matters of policy interest within specific portfolio or subject areas in the event
that these changes are successfully passed by the Parliament and come into effect. At the heart of a
number of the submissions—I am sorry, I am not in fact in court, much as I might think that the
ambience was not dissimilar; I meant contributions—of other members of this chamber is the idea that
it may seem to be the case that this is an attempt to shut down access to information about the workings
of government or in fact the development of policy areas of interest, whether that is the reference to
safety belts, referred to by Ms Patten in her contribution, or whether it is references to IBAC in the
context of the work that Mr O’Donohue referenced in his submission.
The overall objective of this particular bill is to modernise what it is that the committee structure does
and in fact to work on reducing the amount of duplication that is attendant in the work of various
committees. Having been part of numerous committees and inquiries in the last Parliament, I can say
very clearly with the benefit of hindsight and experience that the subject matter of a committee’s
inquiry most often comes down to the way in which someone may wish to argue that it falls under one
committee and not another. Therefore in practice it may well mean that one committee which might
be more favourably disposed to a certain outcome than another may, through a trick of numbers, end
up investigating something and making findings and reaching conclusions about it which may in fact
be materially very different to the outcomes, recommendations or decisions that another committee
might have reached on substantively the same subject matter.
The three new standing committees of the Legislative Assembly will be established through
amendments to the Assembly’s standing orders to provide greater flexibility to inquire into and report
on emerging policy issues, including by amending committee terms of reference under standing orders
if necessary.
Again, I want to go back and allay some of the concerns at the heart of the contributions from
Dr Ratnam and also Ms Patten around a sense that committees will not have the capacity to look into
subject matter or report into a proposal or matter or thing connected to various departments. I want to
clarify for the benefit of those who are concerned about this as a potential outcome or an unintended
consequence that the new Assembly standing committees will have the power to inquire into and
report on any proposal or matter or thing connected with departments and their related agencies within
the following groupings. The Economy and Infrastructure Standing Committee would have beneath it
the Department of Education and Training, the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions, the
Department of Transport and the Department of Treasury and Finance. The Environment and Planning
Standing Committee would have the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning. The
Legal and Social Issues Standing Committee would cover the Department of Health and Human
Services, the Department of Justice and Community Safety and the Department of Premier and
Cabinet. What we would then also see is the establishment of those committees in order to streamline
that work of Parliament and also to make the best use of finite parliamentary resources as they apply
to the conduct of these particular inquiries.
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With the benefit of the hindsight that I have from the last Parliament and that many of my colleagues
share, I know it is an enormous and material and constant drain on resources to pack up shop, to move
committees around, to undertake regional hearings or hearings in other locations and to have Hansard
attend to be able to do all of this, often against the backdrop of having had thousands of submissions
being made to just one inquiry.
The rate capping inquiry was a rolling inquiry in relation to the impact of rate capping, which was a
matter referred to the Environment and Planning Committee. It was something which took us all over
Victoria. It took us all over Victoria for the purpose of understanding the impact of rate capping in a
way that went right through until just prior to the caretaker period last term. When we look at the
benefit that has been conferred upon Victorians and upon the parliamentary and democratic process
overall, it is, I would say, strongly arguable that the resources required to acquit those obligations for
the purpose of that rolling inquiry were not commensurate with the output of that particular committee.
We had a chair of the Environment and Planning Committee in Mr Davis and a deputy chair of the
Environment and Planning Committee in myself who had already voted, as had other members of the
house, on the rate capping scheme. We had numerous submissions, however, which kept the dialogue
going in a public way that was not simply about conversation. It was not simply about improving
things; it did not use an existing parliamentary process to refine a better understanding of that impact
in a way that is open to us here, in a way that is open to us in terms of being available to constituents,
stakeholder groups and peak bodies who might seek us out, who might seek our leadership out and
who might seek out members of cabinet or the shadow cabinet. In fact it involved a revolving timetable
of members going around Victoria reading and accommodating and adopting and minuting countless
submissions. This went on across the board for numerous inquiries, a number of which were done on
the papers but many of which were not, many of which again involved the taking and receipt of oral
evidence, of expert evidence. That is not to say that some of these inquiries were not perfectly well
suited to this joint committee structure. We had in essence the capacity to investigate unconventional
gas exploration and extraction in Victoria, which led to a minority report being tabled by the
Environment and Planning Committee and which resulted in the banning of fracking in Victoria. That
is the genesis of what can be achieved through the committee structure, but similarly, to say that
without the current structure none of this can be achieved is actually a contrivance.
It does not follow that in a streamlining and modernising of the committee structures, the way in which
parliamentary resources are used and allocated and the way in which departments come in under
various parts of those new standing committees as proposed, there will be a consequential loss in
integrity or inquiry or the rigour that the committee structure can bring to Parliament in the work that
it does. I think we have here at the core of this particular issue a starting point that differs depending
on where we sit in the chamber. In essence these structures proposed by the bill will not dilute, diminish
or derogate from the work of substantive inquiry in the way that it has been undertaken under previous
committee structures. That has actually been made abundantly clear.
I want to move very briefly on to the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 and just
address in the remaining time I have available to me the concerns about why it is that these changes
for the purposes of increase in allowances are not waiting for a tribunal determination. What we see
here, in recognition of the exponentially greater level of work undertaken by people with roles such as
Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier, is an increase in the relativity of the position as it sits,
compared with that of someone like me sitting on a back bench or someone with a parliamentary
secretary allowance or someone who works as a whip, for example, and a fundamental recognition at
the starting point, before we get to an independent tribunal to determine the appropriate remuneration
for this most detested of professions that we occupy.
There is a need to make sure that we have the distance between the relative classifications and the
relative recompense for politicians in place such that when the tribunal begins its work and makes its
determination some six months from now it has the framework in which to determine the way in which
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all things move up or indeed down, depending on how it may make its decision. That framework will
in fact then be something which is a whole and entire framework for the tribunal to work with. As I
indicated, the first review of the independent tribunal will not be for six months. The changes in this
bill will update the allowances for those certain office-holders now, as referenced in the contributions
of others and as set out in the bill, to bring them into line with the extensive work and duties that come
with those roles.
It is a difficult topic of conversation, remuneration for work that is either reviled or held in contempt,
sometimes recognised or occasionally incorporated into everyday life but largely ignored and held to
be underwhelming at best. I am under no illusions about how little regard people have for politicians.
Indeed, in moving from being a lawyer to being a politician, I probably went from being in the second
most reviled profession in the working world to perhaps the most reviled profession. It is nice to have
had that mixed experience. I am hoping that my fortunes improve over time, but let us not go around
the relativity tree.
The bottom line is that we need to talk about fair value, consistent relativities and benchmarks which
are in place and which then enable an independent tribunal to make determinations on them as a whole.
These are crucial components to the way in which we get that level of transparency and restore some
modicum of public trust and confidence in the office that we hold and enable the visibility of our terms
and conditions in the context of a base salary, an allowance and any expenses that may be payable and
the way in which they may vary depending on the seniority of the position occupied.
With my final remarks I do want to go back to underscoring the importance of committee work within
the Parliament and the importance of discourse, rigorous analysis, the taking of submissions, the
receipt of information and the capacity to inquire at large into matters of public importance. To my
mind, none of the structural changes that are proposed in the context of this bill will in any substantive
way reduce the capacity for committees to do all of the same work that was undertaken in the
Parliament in its last term. However, what it will do is reduce and remove duplication; what it will do
is enable better use of parliamentary resources; and what it will do is in fact provide clearer lines of
visibility between the substance of the various committees, those new standing committees which I
listed earlier, and the departments which are listed underneath them. It will create a more readily
legible idea of the way in which parliamentary committees can and should operate. On that basis, I
commend the bill to the house.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (16:29): I want the government to make a statement or
give an undertaking on the floor of this Parliament. What I understand from this bill is that this is a
consolidation of joint committees. This is meant to allow for more staff on less committees and will
allow for multiple inquiries at the same time for joint committees and allow for more scope. I
understand that this will increase resources, which means there will be better resources available to
these committees. I wish for the minister to make a statement to confirm this in order for me to support
this bill. My understanding is that the Legislative Council core committees will stay the same, and my
understanding also is that some of the joint committees will actually stay the same.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (16:30): I listened to Ms Shing in particular with increasing
bemusement, I have to say, as her contribution continued. She spoke about resources of the joint house
committees versus the resources of the upper house committees. I have to say that I have been chair
of both kinds of committees. As the chairman of a joint house committee, we were given the resources,
we were given the staff and the ability to do a proper job, to investigate the topic of an investigation.
We did a very thorough job. I see Mr Somyurek over there. I am sure he will join with me in saying
that when he was deputy chair of the Electoral Matters Committee whilst I was the chair we did an
exceedingly thorough job of investigating the electoral system from every angle. That was because we
were given the resources in order to do that.
I then switch over to when I was chairman of the Economy and Infrastructure Committee of the
Legislative Council. We could not get even a glass of water half the time—that is how bad it was—
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much less staff, much less research, much less money for anybody wanting to travel. You could not
even get a tram ticket down to Flinders Street. It was just hopeless. So you can understand why the
government is really keen to dump the joint committees. You can understand why they are very happy
for some of these Legislative Council committees to continue—because it is all about lifting the
scrutiny on the government. Quite frankly, with this government, who can blame them?
I was chairman of the Economy and Infrastructure Committee in the last Parliament, and we went to
extraordinary lengths to try and find out what the hell was going on with the West Gate Tunnel. To
this very day nobody is any the wiser. But I will say it again—I have said it before, and I will say it
again—do not be surprised if at some stage in the future the West Gate Tunnel deal is in fact referred
to IBAC, because quite frankly that stinks. If indeed it was to be investigated by a joint parliamentary
committee, I think we would have a very different result from that given by the very sparsely resourced
and very sparsely staffed investigation that we saw in the last Parliament.
What Ms Shing was saying, if anybody cares to actually go through Hansard, was that consulting the
community is a waste of money. That is basically what she was saying. She was opposing the fact that
we actually spent resources on going around talking to people, speaking to Victorians and finding out
what their views were on the subjects that the committees were investigating. It is quite extraordinary,
the performance that we have seen here this afternoon from Ms Shing. She let the cat out of the bag
well and truly for all the world to see. She wants far less scrutiny on the government. She wants to
take away the power—in fact she wants not just to take away the power of the joint committees; she
wants to take away most of the joint committees anyway—and give that responsibility to committees
that, as I say, do not have the resources to maintain the level of scrutiny that is necessary.
We heard Ms Shing talk about how it is a waste of resources to get around and speak to people in the
community. What do you think Ms Shing’s solution to all of this is? Instead of spending money going
around talking to Victorians, finding out what they want, finding out what they need, she is going to
give it to Danny Pearson. She is going to give it to Bronwyn Halfpenny. She is going to give it to the
Deputy Government Whip, whoever that might be, in the Assembly, and indeed she is going to give
it to Mr Gepp here in the Council. What a brilliant move. She talked about people having a very low
opinion of politicians. Does she really think that that is going to be improved by taking funding away
from a committee that is talking to the community and giving it to a handful of government MPs?
Does she really think that is going to increase the standing of members of this house, or indeed
members of Parliament?
It is worth noting that as of 1 July this year until the next election, the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Premier, Danny Pearson, will receive an increase of $108 510. You may well be shocked, Mr Acting
President. It is a staggering figure: $108 510 into the kick of Danny Pearson, and I bet you he will not
even shout! I then go to Bronwyn Halfpenny, the Government Whip in the Assembly. She is going to
be pocketing $47 334. It is a pretty good gig, isn’t it. I am not sure what she is doing, but it is a good
gig nevertheless. The Deputy Government Whip in the Assembly—and I am not sure we actually
know who that is going to be; perhaps Mr Somyurek could tell us about that at some stage because I
am sure he has got the numbers locked away somewhere; he will know which faction has got that
worked out—is going to get an extra $58 003. The chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, Mr Gepp, well, he is in for an increase of $34 945. I tell you what, if I was him I would
not be going to show my face in this debate either. He knows he is on a good thing, but the people of
Victoria know that they are not. The people of Victoria know they are on a hiding to nothing, and that
is the reality of the situation.
The government is very happy to get rid of the committees that we need to investigate the problems
and the issues that we have in Victoria—committees that have for many, many years served this
Parliament and the people of Victoria very, very well. The government will not spend money on that,
but it will spend a couple of hundred thousand dollars on its mates in the Assembly and one in here.
So we have a fair inclination, and I think the people of Victoria are pretty much aware of what this
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government’s priorities are. This government is an extraordinarily arrogant government. Even after
such a short period in a second term it has shown what an arrogant government it is. Nothing proves
that more than this prize piece of arrogance here, where they will take money away from the
committees of the Parliament and where they will hand that responsibility to committees that do not
have the resources to do the job. And where will the money go from those committees? To a handful
of members of the Australian Labor Party. It is quite extraordinary. For that total of $248 792 it is
worth noting that Victorians could get one ambulance, two maternity nurses, three classroom teachers,
four child protection support workers or five Victoria Police recruits. So where do you reckon the
value for money is there? Where do you think the people of Victoria would prefer their money to be
spent—on an ambulance, on two maternity workers, on three classroom teachers, on four child
protection support workers, on five Victoria Police recruits or would they like it to go into Danny
Pearson’s pocket?
Let us do a survey, shall we? Let us go down Bourke Street, and if we can find one person who is
going to go with Danny Pearson’s pocket, we have probably stumbled into a faction meeting of Unity.
That is the only group that will say, ‘Give the money to Danny Pearson’. The audacity of these people
is absolutely staggering. They come in here and say, ‘We will take the money off people who are
actually doing their jobs and who are serving the people of Victoria in a proper way and we will give
it to our mates’. Is there anything more audacious? Is there anything more appalling than what we
have seen in the life of this government so far? I have a suspicion that we are going to see a lot worse
before we are finished, but we have not seen anything quite like it yet.
I have served on family and community development committees now on three occasions in my
parliamentary career over the past 20 years, and I would have to say that on at least two of those
occasions they were particularly good committees and particularly important ones. Last year we
reported on autism with a very wideranging report on autism services—on what we need to do as a
community and as a government to make life better for families living with autism. It was one of the
proudest days of my life when that report was presented to the Parliament. I think Ms Edwards, the
member for Bendigo West in the other place, and other members, including Christine Couzens, the
member for Geelong, and Cindy McLeish, who is now the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, would
all agree that the report will have a longstanding impact on how we deal with autism, how we face the
problems and how we encourage people who have autism.
Under this legislation that committee is dead; it is gone. There will be no more reports of the nature of
the autism report that I have described. That is what we are talking about here. We are talking about
taking money from committees that actually provide recommendations and a service to the people of
Victoria and giving it to mates. It is a pretty shabby and might I say mighty sniffy way of running a
government. We have sadly seen a fair bit of that over the past four years, and clearly that is not going
to change. As I said before, I suspect it will get worse. It is a very sad state of affairs.
I very much hope the government will rethink its position on this bill. I certainly hope the
crossbenchers will join us in voting it down. I believe it is something that common decency demands
we vote against. I do not think this is particularly a matter of partisan politics. This is actually a matter
of what is right and what is wrong, and we can clearly see that what the government is proposing here
is totally wrong. What the government is proposing here is something that is going to allow the people
of Victoria to come off second best. I urge members of the crossbench to join members of the
opposition in voting down this bill.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (16:45): I also rise to speak on the Parliamentary
Committees Amendment Bill 2019, and in doing so there are a number of points I would like to cover.
I listened to Mr Finn lecturing us about common decency and what is right and what is wrong, and I
will come back to that later on, but he made some valid points about some of the good work the
committees have done over his 20 years. I want to reflect on some of the references to some of the
committees I have been on in the last four and a half or five years. I have been on a number of
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committees and they have done wonderful work, whether they were joint committees or house
committees. But the argument here should not be about what the committees have done in the past or
what the committees are likely to do in the future, because that is not—
Mr Finn: They won’t be around, will they?
Mr MELHEM: The problem with this opposition is that the truth does not really matter. Do not
ever let the truth stand in the way of a good story. I have heard opposition members basically trying
to paint a picture that committees are gone. Let me take Mr Finn and the opposition back to the last
Parliament, and I will focus for a moment on upper house committees. There are a number of
committees that are in this legislation. We had reference after reference from this house to these
committees.
The bill talks about resources. Ms Shing talked about the Environment and Planning Committee. Good
old Mr Davis was the chair of that committee. He made sure that he ran everyone into the ground—
the staff and everyone—on his wild goose chase on the fire services review. He was bleating about
resources. We approached the Presiding Officers in relation to additional resources for the committees,
knowing we had a lot of references from this house because the opposition chose to send us reference
after reference, including on rate capping. What a waste of time. I think the first hearings on rate
capping and the first report were worthwhile. The rest of it was just a waste of time. It was just a
political exercise run by Mr Davis and company. If you are talking about resources, that was a waste
of time.
When we asked for additional resources, guess what? The money did come through. When the
Presiding Officers could not accommodate additional resources from their own budgets and asked the
Treasurer for an advance, the money was given. So I am not going to stand here and be lectured by
the opposition about resources and whether or not this government has adequately funded committees.
At least I can talk about the 58th Parliament, and the fact is that the government provided committees
with all the resources they needed when they needed them, even though, as I said earlier, we had an
opposition—and this is why they are still in opposition, although with smaller numbers—that basically
sent committees reference after reference and wasted time. This bill does not change how committees
work. Yes, there are some changes in relation to the composition of committees—reducing the joint
committees from nine to five but maintaining the house committees in the upper house. We still have
the three committees—the Legal and Social Issues Committee, the Environment and Planning
Committee and the Economy and Infrastructure Committee. All subjects—I have listened to the
speakers on the other side—will be covered by these committees and the house committees. Whether
it is education, the economy or social issues, they will be covered by these committees.
With some of the issues the joint committees were covering, we were struggling to field candidates to
go on these joint committees and house committees, because I think it is fair to say the 58th Parliament
was probably one of the most active parliaments in relation to committees. In this house we had
reference after reference. I was on two committees, a house committee and a joint committee, and
sometimes I was struggling to attend both committees’ meetings. I had the privilege of being—not a
permanent member—an alternate member of Mr Finn’s committee with the taxi reference. We were
trying to juggle all these hearings and spread ourselves around to make sure we attended all these
hearings. The reason for the restructuring is to make sure that when a reference is given by this house
to a committee, the committee can actually dedicate resources to make sure we do some good work
and come up with quality reports. We had some quality reports from various committees in this house
and from some of the joint committees. For example, the inquiry into portability of long service leave
entitlements produced a great report. There was also the inquiry into assisted dying. I know there has
been a lot of division on that issue. That will probably go down in my life as the most important
committee that I have been on and reference that I had the privilege to participate in. Individual
members had an individual view about the process, and we put a lot of work into that.
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Going back, getting some ridiculous references from the opposition will drain the resources. There has
been some talk about the allowances and dropping current joint standing committees. The chairs of
these committees would have attracted a 15 per cent allowance. That is gone; that has been abolished.
That is five times 15 per cent. That is abolished. Yes, the chairs of three committees in the lower house
and two committees in this house will attract 10 per cent. So five times 15—Dr Kieu will help me with
the numbers. I reckon we are probably in front—five times 15 versus six times 10. There we go. We
saved 15 per cent, didn’t we?
Mr Somyurek interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Thank you, Mr Somyurek. We saved 15 per cent.
The opposition are talking about us looking after Labor mates. Well, I was just reading Mr Davis’s
motion 46 on the notice paper, which I assume will be debated tomorrow. Proposed sessional order 3,
‘Standing committees’, says:
(1) the Chair of the Standing Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure must be a Member of the
Opposition …

So basically in his motion to be debated tomorrow Mr Davis is demanding up-front that the
chairperson of that committee has to be from the opposition. And:
(2) the Chair of the Standing Committee on the Environment and Planning must not be a Member of the
Government or the Opposition …

At the moment the committee chooses its chair without putting conditions up-front. We do not know;
the chair of any of these committees could be a member of the crossbench, the opposition or the
government. It could be anyone. So there is this false accusation about looking after mates, and
Mr Finn was quoting some figures, but do not let the truth stand in the way of a good story. I think
from memory he said Mr Pearson will be getting a $100 000 increase.
Mr Finn: No, I didn’t say that all.
Mr MELHEM: Well, we can go and check Hansard.
But it is true. In the 58th Parliament Mr Pearson did get a 20 per cent allowance as the chair of the
Public Account and Estimates Committee (PAEC), and now as the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Premier he will be getting an additional one. He will not be getting $100 000—20 to 24; do your
maths. It was 20 per cent when he was the chair of the PAEC. The new allowance here is 24 per cent.
So if we want to quote figures, let us quote the correct figures. Let us not create this sort of hysteria
that the government decided to look after its people. Let us stick to the facts. The reason Mr Pearson
is getting an additional allowance is that the portfolio he is actually responsible for is much wider than
a parliamentary secretary position. Ms Shing talked about the classification structures. You do not
understand the issue about classification structures. It is like you are doing a job redesign. That position
is being redesigned and the responsibility is much wider than Ms Shing’s job description as
parliamentary secretary; hence there is recognition for the additional allowance for that particular
position. But let us not say Mr Pearson is getting $100 000, because he is not. He was on 20 per cent,
and he will go to 24 per cent. But we are not interested in that; we are just interested in basically
throwing mud.
Mr Finn: You make it up as you go along.
Mr MELHEM: I’m not; I’ve got the facts, Mr Finn. I’ll stick by the facts every day.
He then talks about what is right and what is wrong. I am not going to be lectured by you, Mr Finn,
about what is right and what is wrong. I have not forgotten what is right and what is wrong. When we
were debating the CFA bill in this house and you gave your word that you wanted to go home, we did
the right thing by sending you home, and you did the wrong thing by turning up and reneging on the
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deal. Well, that to me was wrong, so let us not be lectured by you about what is right and what is
wrong. The things that are important to note are the reasons the amendments to the current committee
structure are being put in place. One is to make sure we have the right balance of committees between
dedicated committees for the Assembly and dedicated committees for this house and still maintain a
number of joint committees where members of both houses can address common issues.
The quality of the work of these committees and their reports is really up to us. It is up to us in this
house what sort of references we want to give these committees. They will get the resources. The
challenge is for the members of these committees to put in the hard work, to put the politics aside, to
put the proper research in to basically come up with quality reports.
In the 58th Parliament there were a number of instances where we achieved that. We got some
excellent reports where members focused on the work they were expected to do—basically focus on
the subject matter, not play politics. I gave a few examples earlier. In the Environment and Planning
Committee I was on we had the rate capping inquiry. The first report was a good report because we
just focused on the facts. The subsequent report—God, what a waste of time. Look at the other reports.
Even the one Mr Finn was on, the taxi report, was heaps better than the rate capping report that
Mr Davis was trying to push through.
Ms Shing: Short-stay accommodation.
Mr MELHEM: Short-stay accommodation, that was excellent. Thank you, Ms Shing. That was
an excellent report because we focused on the issue. Plastic bags were another example of where
committees can do some really good work. I go back to the assisted dying report. That was a great
report. Regardless of which side of the debate you are on—whether you are for or against—that was
a quality report.
Based on the experience of the 58th Parliament, the Andrews Labor government has proved again and
again that there will not be an issue with resources. When committees ask for additional resources, for
additional money, the proof is already there. We do not have to try to prove ourselves, because we
have proved it. When committees asked for additional resources, the resources were given.
I hope the house endorses the bill, because I think it is a good bill. So let us not turn it into a political
football about who is getting what and about this and about who is spitting the dummy—let us cut that
out. It is about making sure we get these committees up and running so we can do some good work
for the duration of the 59th Parliament. With those comments I commend the bill to the house.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:00): I will be brief. The government is proposing to shortly
introduce an independent tribunal to set MPs’ salaries. This bill would appear to be an attempt to bump
up government pay packets just ahead of the independent umpire coming in. The community does not
have a particularly high opinion of those who sit in this place. Can I suggest that one of the reasons for
this poor opinion comes from dubious moves like this. We are all pretty well paid compared to the
average voters in our electorates. Anyone who thinks they are underpaid is welcome to quit instead of
shoving their hands further into taxpayers pockets. Do you really think that Victorians struggling to
buy property, suffering under the weight of stamp duty, will feel their pain lessen when they see your
pay rise? The community does not support this, and we do not support this.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:02): I will speak briefly on this bill as well.
Firstly, with regard to the removal of these committees, I have not had firsthand experience of these
committees, but I have spoken with lots of other members and members of the public also who have
had excellent experiences with these committees. I am quite reluctant to support their removal.
Secondly, on the pay increases, I feel that it is inappropriate to put forward a pay increase—as other
members have been indicating—right before a bill to introduce an independent umpire on this sort of
thing. So I will not support this bill either.
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Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (17:02): I thank members for
their contributions, even the pithy contributions that may actually be opposed to aspects of the
government bill. At least we can be grateful that people’s views are clear and expressed in a clear and
tidy form. So even to those who oppose the government legislation, I am greatly appreciative of
knowing exactly where you are coming from.
In terms of the argument that is mounted about the way in which wages and conditions in terms of
members of Parliament and accountability are applied, there is nobody who is more receptive to the
notion of introducing a remuneration tribunal than I. In fact since the time the connection between the
Victorian parliamentary conditions and the commonwealth parliamentary conditions that were set by
a national remuneration tribunal was severed some 10 to 15 years ago, I have been very keen for a
remuneration tribunal to come back to this jurisdiction to independently evaluate the terms and
conditions of MPs in this state, indeed to evaluate the circumstances by which they account for the
pay and the allowances they receive and to establish the way in which accountability is given to the
way electorate budgets are expended to be more transparent.
Those matters are coming in a bill later this week, and I look forward to members who have opposed
the particular pay points of four office-holders within this piece of legislation using their argument to
be supportive of the remuneration bill later in the week. I look forward to that because in fact I
conceptually understand what those arguments are. In policy intent, greater accountability, greater
independence and arms-length decision-making about the value of our work should be determined by
a remuneration tribunal. I do accept that.
With the four pay points that have been established within this bill, the government does recognise
that they perhaps are seen to be pre-emptive of the remuneration tribunal, and we are not gilding the
lily in relation to that. There was an assessment made of the value of that work that applies currently,
and the government believed it should take some action now rather than wait six months until the
remuneration tribunal makes its first determination. So philosophically and in terms of the public
policy argument that has been mounted, I acknowledge that there is an inconsistency in relation to
establishing four pay points within this piece of legislation. But it is based upon the government’s view
of current work value and current activity that is appropriate to be undertaken by those office-holders.
It came about because there was a change to loadings that were going to be provided to chairs of
committees that were associated with the passage of this bill.
This bill has tried to establish a more regular framework of joint committees to apply across the entire
Parliament and a consistency of committees that apply within each house of the Parliament. It has
done so by supporting the retention of six joint committees—being the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, the House Committee, the Dispute
Resolution Committee, the Electoral Matters Committee and the Integrity and Oversight Committee,
which was established last sitting week by legislative reform to streamline the two committees that
have previously been responsible for that area—and then within each chamber introducing what are
effectively a Standing Orders Committee, a Privileges Committee and policy committees that are
driven by portfolio issues relating to education and infrastructure issues, environment and planning
issues, and legal and social issues.
Without a change to the loadings that apply for chairing those committees, we would move from a
situation where the allowance paid to the chairs of the joint investigatory committees that have been
removed by this change would not have been replaced by an allowance that is paid to the chairs of the
new committees that are being created under this piece of legislation, and that would have been
inequitable. Because the government had introduced those pay points, we extended the logic to doing
a work value assessment instantly of a number of other office-holders for which we believe the pay
points are appropriate.
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Ultimately it is in the interests of the government to make sure that there is appropriate consideration
of our statutory responsibilities and to ensure the good working order of the Parliament, which is to be
accountable to the people and to do due diligence in relation to the scope of the investigations that
could have taken place under the pre-existing spread of committees. Now we are regularising them
through a legislative change and the appropriate adoption of standing orders in relation to the way in
which committees are established and maintained into the future.
The government’s intention is to allow for the scope to be maintained. It is the government’s intention
to allow for the resources to be maintained across the spread of committees across the Parliament.
Indeed it is the government’s intention to ensure, within this change to joint investigatory committees
and the reallocation of funding in terms of supporting the policy development work across the
Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council, that it is normalised to actually give better
opportunity for scrutiny to be applied in this chamber through the resource allocation that is provided
to committees of this chamber. I give an undertaking to the chamber that that is the government’s
intention, and I will work with the Presiding Officers and the Treasurer to allow for the appropriate
allocation of resources across the Parliament to guarantee that maintenance of scrutiny and
investigative capability that is undertaken within this chamber.
The government hopes that the Council will agree to this bill because there is a recognition that we are
regularising in statute the spread of committees; we are making them consistent by mirroring the
structure in each chamber and then having some overriding committees across the Parliament. The
scope of investigation, the scope of transparency in relation to their work program and the way in
which they report to the Parliament and how they acquit their responsibilities have not been impeded
by this legislation. They are protected. Indeed the resources available to the Legislative Council
committees should increase commensurately with the increased responsibility they will assume under
this legislation, and I will work with my colleagues to achieve that outcome.
I believe that on balance all members of this chamber should see the value in supporting this piece of
legislation, even if they have some question marks about the four pay points that have been drawn into
question by those opposing the bill. I encourage them to see the logic, ultimately, of coming back and
voting in favour of the Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal and Improving Parliamentary
Standards Bill 2019 by applying the same logic. That is what I am putting to the chamber. I believe
that in this Parliament we can embark upon an appropriate balance of scope of activity between the
chambers, between the Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council. We can allow for the
maintenance of the high-value scrutiny that is applied and the work that is undertaken by the joint
committees. I encourage members of this chamber to support this piece of legislation to enable that to
occur.
Mr O’Donohue: On a point of order, President, noting that the minister has concluded the secondreading debate, before the question is put, I draw your attention to standing order 16.07, relating to
pecuniary interest, which says:
No Member will be entitled to vote upon any question in which he or she has a personal, pecuniary or direct
interest in the matter, and the vote of any Member so interested will be disallowed. The interest must be direct,
personal or pecuniary and separately belonging to the Member and not in common with the public in general
or any section of the public or on a matter of State policy.

President, I submit to you that Mr Gepp, as chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee,
will have a personal, pecuniary and direct interest in the outcome of this matter. I therefore submit that
it would be appropriate that he be excluded from any vote on this bill, given that direct interest.
Mr Jennings: On the point of order, President, if that logic is applied consistently by
Mr O’Donohue, when the remuneration bill comes to the chamber later this week—if he uses the
argument—none of us will be able to vote on that piece of legislation. It is a ridiculous reading down
of what that standing order means.
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Mr O’Donohue: Further to the point of order, President, if I may, just in response to the Leader of
the Government, I note the points that Mr Lenders, when he was the Treasurer of Victoria, made about
this issue. On the remuneration bill, this issue is separate and different in that it applies specifically to
one member of the chamber in the position he currently holds, and he will be a direct beneficiary. On
the subsequent bill, as it comes before the house we can deal with it in due course, but it is different as
it will apply to members of Parliament as a class of people; it will not apply to a specific member.
With the greatest respect to Mr Gepp—I cast no aspersions in relation to Mr Gepp—the simple fact is
that as a result of the passage of this legislation, if it does pass, he will receive a direct pecuniary
benefit, and therefore he should be excluded from participating in any division.
Ms Shing: On the point of order, President, if Mr O’Donohue’s reasoning were to be adopted and
that long bow were to be drawn, then voting for Presiding Officers and the additional stipend/
remuneration/terms, conditions and benefits which are conferred upon them, as has occurred in this
Parliament, would constitute a direct conflict of interest. In addition to this, it is my understanding that
this matter has actually been considered by the Presiding Officers and determined not to constitute a
material conflict in the way that Mr O’Donohue has described it—that is, in such a way that would
prevent people from voting on a matter of this nature, given the ex-officio nature of the positions and
the remuneration that is proposed to apply to those roles.
The PRESIDENT: Ms Shing, I am glad it did not go to a vote for the Presiding Officer this time.
On Mr O’Donohue’s point of order, I would like to draw on precedents from other rulings and not
actually do that immediately, given the fact that the bill is about to go into committee. The secondreading motion does not pass the bill, so I would like to give a response and ruling on Mr O’Donohue’s
point of order and give him a commitment to do that before the third-reading vote. I think we can
move on from there.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 24
Barton, Mr
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Cumming, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Garrett, Ms (Teller)
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr

Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pulford, Ms

Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Noes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Hayes, Mr

Limbrick, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr

Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr (Teller)
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Rulings by the Chair
DIVISIONS
The PRESIDENT (17:23): Before we go into the committee of the whole, in relation to
Mr Ondarchie’s health concern, which may affect his ability to reach the chamber in time, as far as
this sitting week is concerned the bells will ring for an extra 30 seconds. Mr Ondarchie feels that he
might be okay in the next sitting week. For this sitting week there will be an extra 30 seconds.
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Bills
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Committed.
Committee
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: We are now going to consider the Parliamentary Committees
Amendment Bill 2019, a bill for an act to amend the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 to abolish
certain joint house committees, to amend the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 in
relation to additional salaries and expense allowances to which certain members of the Parliament are
entitled and to make a statute law revision to a provision of the Integrity and Accountability Legislation
Amendment (Public Interest Disclosures, Oversight and Independence) Act 2019 that consequentially
amends the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 and for other purposes.
Clause 1 (17:27)
Mr O’DONOHUE: Deputy President, thank you for those remarks and summation, which have
helped to clarify some of the issues. I propose, Deputy President and Minister, to put my questions in
clause 1 if that is of convenience to the committee. We can then proceed from there subject to what
other members may have.
Minister, you said in relation to the resourcing issue that—and correct me if my record of what you
said is incorrect—it is your intention that the scope be maintained. Without reflecting on you, but
noting that ministerial arrangements can change, intention is goodwill but is not a guarantee. The issue
of resourcing of these committees is one that a number of members have raised concerns about. I put
it to you that an intention simply does not meet the threshold of satisfaction about the future resourcing
of the committees given the change that is proposed. I invite you to respond to that proposition.
Mr JENNINGS: Mr O’Donohue, I may never reach the threshold of your satisfaction, but I will
do my best. That is my intention.
The undertaking I made in the second-reading debate was to work with the Presiding Officers and the
Treasurer to support the alignment of resources that are available to committees being shared across
the Parliament. I have expressed that intention before and I have delivered on that intention before. I
have not delivered an equitable distribution of resources across the Parliament because there has been
a cost centre associated with joint committees, and that will be maintained. I anticipate there will
continue to exist within the cost centre of the Legislative Assembly funding that is allocated to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC), the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
(SARC), the Electoral Matters Committee, the Integrity and Oversight Committee, the House
Committee and the Dispute Resolution Committee, not that the Dispute Resolution Committee has a
very onerous budget requirement. I anticipate those committees continuing to be in the cost centre of
the Legislative Assembly.
In relation to the apportionment of funds that then go across to the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council in relation to the standing committees—the policy committees—I made it very
clear in my statement that the intention is to reach agreement with the Presiding Officers and the
Treasurer to allow for the allocation of resources shared across those two streams of standing
committees to be equalised. I am confident that I will be able to achieve that outcome, and I am
confident that the Presiding Officers and the Treasurer will not prevent that from occurring.
Mr O’DONOHUE: Thank you, Minister, for your response, which, as you foreshadowed, perhaps
does not meet the threshold that I would hope. One of the issues I raised in the second-reading debate
is the expertise that resides in some of the secretariats of some of these committees. After working
with the former Road Safety Committee, for example, for a number of years, the secretariat is a
repository of significant knowledge. I am concerned that with the broadening of the policy
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committees—the abolition of these four committees and the creation of super-committees, for want of
a better term—that expertise could in part be lost because the secretariat will be expected to work
across a range of portfolio responsibilities and not have the capacity therefore to develop the expertise
that currently exists. Again I would invite you to respond to that proposition.
Mr JENNINGS: Mr O’Donohue, I join you in recognising the talents, the knowledge and the skill
set of those who work within the Parliament to support parliamentary committees, and I thank them
for their contribution. I see no reason why, through this legislative reform, the net human resource and
talent that is available to the Parliament to support these committees would be reduced. In terms of
policy development that actually applies within the scope of issues that can be investigated and
reported on by the committees that are proposed under this bill, I confidently believe that the scope of
consideration that has previously been able to be subject to referrals from the Parliament to these
committees to investigate and examine matters was not being reduced. The scope has not been
inhibited, because in fact the scope relates to the wellbeing of Victorian people. In terms of their policy
needs and their programmatic needs, the evaluation of legislative impact upon their lives, or what
might be the redesign of legislation, programs resource allocation or community support endeavours,
will not change because of the realignment of these policy committees. Therefore the knowledge that
was useful to the Parliament and to the people is still relevant knowledge and expertise.
In terms of dealing with any matter of public policy, Mr O’Donohue knows and I know that in fact
people with a range of skills, knowledge and attributes—I have just swept my hand around this
chamber; very, very different backgrounds, all of them participants in committees—are the ones who
actually have the responsibility for determining the report. They have not got a specific skill set that
endures from one Parliament to the next, but they are the ones who are charged with ultimately signing
off on reports, and they are the arbiters effectively of the appropriateness and the scrutiny that is applied
to those investigations. We may have our preference for whether they be lawyers. I am not quite sure
what the skill set might be, but there are a range of skill sets that might be appropriate for public policy
analysis, and I think that that will be an enduring feature of the people who work for the Parliament of
Victoria.
Mr O’DONOHUE: Minister, I think a couple of other members in the second-reading contribution
made similar points to the one I am about to make, and that I made previously as well, and whilst I
appreciate your summation and your answers to my questions thus far, to me, a government member
has yet to address the threshold proposition of: ‘If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it’. I have heard about
aligning committees with departments and the like, but of course when John Brumby became Premier
he realigned the departments. The coalition government changed departments as well. Departmental
organisation is subject to the determination of the Premier of the day and can change at any time, so I
still, in my mind, have not had an answer to the simple threshold proposition: ‘If it ain’t broke, don’t fix
it’. What is the problem you are trying to fix by abolishing these committees and making these changes?
Mr JENNINGS: Ultimately, in relation to this nifty idea, ‘If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it’, probably
the world would have never moved on from the cart and horse if in fact you applied that logic. So I do
not actually accept the logic, ‘If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it’, because in fact it does not necessarily deal
with any sense of progression and momentum of ideas and continual improvement. I do not accept the
logic that staying inert, in any sense, is by design the better design feature.
Having said that, in the last week we introduced a piece of legislation that altered two committees that
were established during the term of the government that you were a member of, that largely duplicated
the function. So two committees were created. One actually had a work program which was extensive,
and one did not. This government could have said that those two committees provided an opportunity
for people to participate in two committees. They did not do bad work. We could have applied the
logic, ‘Let’s not change it’. But we saw that in fact it was confusing in relation to external members
of the community. It was confusing for agencies in relation to which committee they actually went to
to deal with their various matters. We turned it into one committee, and I think that was an improvement.
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No-one was baying for those committees to be combined, so applying your logic, ‘If it ain’t broke,
don’t fix it’, could have actually continued into this Parliament, but we decided to change it.
We have actually kept the scope of activity that can be combined across the Parliament in terms of
activities. We have reduced the number of joint committees. Where there is a requirement for members
of the Legislative Council to participate in joint committees, we have reduced that number from 10 to
six through this legislation. What that means is that the 40 members of this chamber are not stretched
as a result of an unviable apportionment to joint investigative committees. In my time in this
Parliament we have had 44 members of this chamber. We have reduced that to 40, but until now we
have not changed the committee structure to take account of that change. This is more consistent with
what can be expected of the human resource, members of this chamber, in participating in policy
development and the scrutiny of the wellbeing of the Parliament, rather than being dragged from pillar
to post in relation to having to participate on a proportional basis on more committees than would be
seen to be reasonable.
Mr O’DONOHUE: Minister, thank you for the explanation. I would just say in response, if I may,
that we considered the merger of those two committees in the last legislation and did not oppose it.
Mr Jennings: I know. You accepted it then, but you do not accept it today.
Mr O’DONOHUE: Well, we accepted the rationale then, but we are yet to see the case for change
here. Yes, we need as a Parliament to reform and change and move forward where appropriate, but
we should only do so where the case has been made. To date, in my opinion, that case has not been
made coherently or clearly by anyone from the government.
Minister, can I please move now to the issue of the remuneration, which is the other limb of this
legislation. You said in your summation that you acknowledge the inherent inconsistency, to use your
word, between making the changes now for certain members and the bill that is on the notice paper
that will be debated at a subsequent time. You also said that you wanted to take action now rather than
wait six months. I suppose the view of the opposition is that six months is not a long time to wait.
There is no pressing demand—or maybe there is. There is no public policy rationale why these issues
of the remuneration of certain members could not wait to be assessed by the new tribunal. The question
I ask is: what is the rush? What is so important that cannot wait six months?
Mr JENNINGS: There are two things that came together in the pay point issue that you have
drawn attention to. One was inherently within the change of the committee structure. Because we have
replaced joint investigative committees with standing committees of both chambers, we believe it was
equitable to provide for the chair of those committees to receive an allowance commensurate with other
committees that pre-existed this change. We introduced into this bill the concept of adjusting those
pay points in the name of an equitable spread of allowances that were available to chairs of committees
across the Legislative Council. Currently that funding is not available to chairs of Legislative Council
committees, whereas it was available in the Assembly and was available for joint investigative
committees. We thought that was an equitable outcome for members of the Legislative Council.
Beyond that, the government identified a number of office-holders where there had been an increase
in their job responsibilities in terms of the expectation of their work performance and their work value
that the government believed was appropriate to insert in this legislation, not to put them in the
remuneration tribunal legislation, because in fact ultimately the remuneration tribunal can assess all of
these pay points. They may make an adjustment that is consistent with the aspiration of Mr Quilty or
they may actually make another determination in relation to this outcome. The government are saying
in this instance, in this bill, that for four positions we believe the work value is not in accordance with
where it should be pitched, and we have put it in this bill. You may not like that, but that was the
determination the government made. It ultimately was driven out of establishing some allowance
structures to cope for committee chairs where that opportunity was not available previously to
committee chairs in the Council.
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Mr O’DONOHUE: Thank you, Minister, for that answer. Just following up on what you said
around the government’s view about the work performance and work value, was there any objective
analysis? What was the analysis undertaken to determine that work performance and work value and
then the commensurate increase that is in this legislation?
Mr JENNINGS: There was not an extensive work value analysis undertaken outside of
consideration of the relativities of those responsibilities in terms of time allocation, responsibility and
their function within Parliament and within the activities of the government. What you will see within
this assessment is that the remuneration that has in total been determined as a quantum for the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier was deemed to be a greater work value than other
parliamentary secretaries and commensurate as a package with the responsibility of the Cabinet
Secretary. On that basis that was the way in which that remuneration was settled. In relation to the
scrutiny of acts there was a determination made that there should be closure of the discrepancy between
the chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee and the chair of PAEC in relation to
providing clarity about the legislative program or the review of the legislative program. In relation to
the work of the Government Whip in the Assembly, that clearly is an increasing challenge with the
size of the government—again I do not really want to rub any salt in the wounds, but the government
probably would not have anticipated having the high water mark of the number of members in the
Assembly to manage—so there is a whip and a deputy whip in relation to making the Assembly
function smoothly. If only I were blessed with that dynamic in this chamber, but no, that has not been
the case. But there is an increased workload and responsibility. I am very appreciative of the whip that
I have in this chamber, who has not been the beneficiary of any outcome associated with this piece of
legislation. And I am very happy to say that 18 is better than 14, but still not quite enough. Nonetheless,
in the Assembly managing that is quite an increase in responsibility.
Mr O’DONOHUE: Thank you for that answer, Minister. I will follow up with just a couple of
points. You mentioned the increase in remuneration for the chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee to close the loop, as you described it, for it to be commensurate with that of
the chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. Just drawing on my own experiences as a
former chair of SARC, I would not pretend that that is similar in workload to that of the chair of PAEC
in the hearings process and the scrutiny involved in dealing with heads of agencies, departmental
secretaries and all the ministers of the government through that very exacting process as well as the
other responsibilities that can arise from time to time. I think that that is an interesting basis which the
government is using as justification for that increase.
Minister, could you describe to the committee the role of the Deputy Government Whip and advise
whether there has ever been a paid position like this in the past for a Deputy Government Whip?
Members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS: Mr O’Donohue, through interjection you actually answered your own question.
Ms Symes assisted by saying there is precedent in the federal jurisdiction, and you said there is not to
your knowledge in the Victorian jurisdiction. And there is not to my knowledge in the Victorian
jurisdiction.
Mr O’DONOHUE: Minister, can you perhaps give some more detail as to the government’s
rationale for creating this extra paid position, noting your answer about the extra workload for the whip
and the extra salary that the government believes should be attached to that role? Why is a new Deputy
Government Whip role with remuneration being established when in the Assembly, whilst the
government’s numbers have increased, the total number of MPs remains at 88?
Mr JENNINGS: Yes, I understand the issue in terms of the apportionment of the responsibilities.
Again, the members of the Legislative Assembly perhaps do not recognise the onerous responsibilities
that the whips in this chamber undertake in relation to dealing with the flow of material from one
chamber to the other, but they are very protective of one another as to their work and the logistics of
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coordinating not only the members but the smooth introduction of pieces of legislation and other items
that come before the Parliament. The designation of responsibilities from the Parliament end, of
receiving pieces of legislation and other resolutions that the government deals with and papers that the
government deals with and tables in the Assembly, was deemed to warrant additional resources being
allocated. Apart from the corralling and rostering arrangements that whips undertake, there is an
administrative function that is required to actually make sure that legislation and other matters are dealt
with in a smooth way in the Assembly.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 5 agreed to.
Clause 6 (17:52)
Mr BOURMAN: This is going to be more of a statement than a question, so feel free to take a
seat. I am not going to support this clause. I think it is a pretty poor look for a Parliament to do this just
before we are going to debate a remuneration bill. Going on from a contribution earlier, people do not
consider us in the highest of regards, and I think that giving ourselves a pay rise just before we are
going to change to a tribunal that is at arm’s length from the Parliament for determining a pay rise just
does not pass the sniff test.
Mr JENNINGS: Mr Bourman did not necessarily invite me to respond, but I will respond. I can
understand your argument in relation to the four pay points, applying your critique. But the
introduction in clause 6 of an allowance for chairs of committees is something by which we are
actually remedying an inequity. So in fact something is being taken away through the introduction of
this bill, which is that a number of chairs of joint investigatory committees have been taken out, so
there is no allowance paid for those chairs, and that has been replaced by chairs of committees in both
chambers. I am not quite sure whether I am issuing you a challenge. I believe, in applying the logic
that you outlined in your concern, that at least that aspect of clause 6 should be acceptable at the very
least, even if you do not accept the other four pay points.
Mr BOURMAN: I thank the minister for his answer. I appreciate what the minister is telling me.
I still think that these inequities could perhaps have been dealt with in a manner consistent with the
next bill that we are going to debate. That is why I will not be supporting this clause.
Mr GRIMLEY: Minister, can you explain why these bills are separate?
Mr JENNINGS: The reason why the bills are separate is that in terms of the remuneration tribunal
there is a whole regime about accountability and transparency of reporting and acquitting remuneration
and establishing a base pay and other conditions at arm’s length from government as a model that, I
think as far back as 2015, I started working on and was finally introduced in 2017. It was not completed
by the closing months of the last term of the Parliament. That bill has a number of amendments that
have been made to it so that it is pretty much that bill that was designed back as far as 2015 all the way
through in terms of establishing that independent rigour. So that is that bill.
This bill that we are dealing with today was designed to get a realignment of parliamentary committees
in terms of the scope of investigation that is undertaken by Parliament’s committees to protect the
scope of those committees and to establish a more regular and consistent profile of committees that
apply across the whole Parliament and that apply in the two chambers. Within that change, there was
a requirement to deal with this issue of what I just said to Mr Bourman—to actually look at the pay
points that are associated with chairing those committees, because we are taking out a number of chairs
of committees from the pre-existing arrangement and we thought it was equitable to put back those
pay points in this piece of legislation.
Once we had crossed the threshold of that logic, the government looked at a number of office-bearers
and thought this was an opportunity, because we are making adjustments to the allowance structures,
to accommodate that change and that we could change the allowances of some office-bearers,
consistent with what I just described to Mr O’Donohue and to Mr Bourman, to actually take the
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opportunity now to say that this is work that we think is done. The remuneration tribunal, if and when
it is established—and I certainly hope it is established—will have the opportunity to look at the relative
work value of all of these positions. It will ultimately look at the value of all of these positions and it
may make adjustments according to what it perceives to be the responsibility. So in fact despite any
argument that is mounted about whether those pay points are right or wrong, the remuneration tribunal
can actually make a determination. But at the moment the government just took the opportunity to
insert those four additional ones beyond the committee chair situation.
Mr GRIMLEY: Thank you, Minister, for your answer. Obviously the additional salaries and
expenses remain the contentious issue with this particular bill for me. This may already have been
covered off before, so if it has, excuse me, but in terms of the government arriving at that percentage
increase for these additional salaries and expense allowances, how did that come about?
Mr JENNINGS: In fact I have actually described some of those issues to Mr O’Donohue, so in
simple terms I have to say to you that the government made an assessment that the responsibilities that
were going to be asked of the Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier were similar in terms of demand,
in terms of the activities that the Premier would ask his parliamentary secretary to perform on his
behalf, and were going to involve an amount of work and responsibilities similar to the pay point of
the cabinet secretary. From outside government that is actually very hard for anybody to make an
assessment about, and the remuneration tribunal itself would actually probably take quite some time
to get its head around that issue.
In the last year of the last term the Premier did not have a parliamentary secretary, because the previous
Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier became the Speaker in the Legislative Assembly. So in fact
there had been a realignment in the last year of the last government to reapportion the responsibilities
that had been undertaken by the Premier’s parliamentary secretary to other participants within the
government. On the return of the government the Premier realised that he wanted to use the resource
of a parliamentary secretary for an expanded role and determined a broader range of activities than
had existed previously. He effectively elevated the responsibility in his office and his delegated
responsibility, and that was deemed to be commensurate with a salary increase.
At that time an assessment was made of how much work is undertaken in the Legislative Assembly
in terms of the Government Whip’s functions. Now the whip’s functions do relate to, as I describe it,
what is understood in the community as the corralling or rostering or reminding of MPs of their
responsibility in terms of turning up and participating in the Parliament. That is a well-recognised
aspect of the whip, but there are other responsibilities of the whip that actually deal with the sheer
volume of administrative paperwork that actually arrives in the Parliament and how it is transferred
from one chamber to the other. So that is receiving pieces of legislation, papers that are tabled or
resolutions that are tabled, and that is quite an administrative responsibility in terms of them going into
the Legislative Assembly, leaving the Legislative Assembly and arriving here in good working order,
and there was deemed to be an increased responsibility in this term of the expectation of the
performance of the whip and the need for assistance in actually acquitting some of those functions, so
creating the deputy whip’s position. That is three out of the four.
The last position is in relation to SARC. Consideration was made in terms of making sure that the
government is mindful of rights and opportunities that are afforded our citizens and compliance with
other problems. Notwithstanding the excellent work of parliamentary counsel and the legal officers
who work for us, there is always a need for the Parliament to have an eye for what might be a flaw or
an exposure for our citizens through that legislation, and that is why SARC exists. The government
recognises that that is a significant responsibility and gave a commensurate uplift in its view to the
value of chairing that committee.
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Committee divided on clause:

Ayes, 20
Cumming, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr

Leane, Mr
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr

Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr

Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr

Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Clause negatived.
Clauses 7 and 8 agreed to.
Reported to house with amendment.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (18:12): I move:
That the report be now adopted.

Motion agreed to.
Report adopted.
Rulings by the Chair
PECUNIARY INTEREST
The PRESIDENT (18:12): Members, a point of order was raised by Mr O’Donohue in relation to
whether Mr Gepp should be allowed to vote on the passage of the Parliamentary Committees
Amendment Bill 2019 before the house today. I do not uphold the point of order on the following
grounds. Standing order 16.07 provides that a pecuniary interest:
… must be direct, personal or pecuniary and separately belonging to the Member and not in common with
the public in general or any section of the public or on a matter of State policy.

At face value it might appear that Mr Gepp has an interest in the bill because the bill amends the salary
of a committee chair position that Mr Gepp currently occupies. I deliberately make the point that he
‘currently occupies’ the position; he does not own the position, a point which is connected to further
points I will make.
In response to Mr O’Donohue’s point of order, Minister Jennings said that subscribing to this view of
pecuniary interest would rule out all members from voting on a bill generally dealing with members’
remuneration and that the pecuniary interest rule should not lead to this type of reading down of a
member’s right to vote. I agree with the minister that this would lead to a perverse outcome of all
members being denied a vote, but I wish to provide further reasoning for my ruling.
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There is no doubt that there is a ‘pecuniary’ matter involved, because the matter involves money. It
was therefore quite reasonable for Mr O’Donohue to seek my ruling. But the standing order has further
tests, which qualify this interest. Two of the tests include:
1.

the interest ‘separately belonging to the Member’;

2.

not ‘a matter of State policy’.

In this case the bill is a government bill, being a matter of state policy, not a private bill providing for
the benefit of a private organisation. Furthermore, the salary attaching to the chair of the scrutiny
committee does not belong separately to Mr Gepp. The position of chair of a parliamentary committee
is an ‘office’. The Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act defines such positions as ‘an office’
because the positions do not belong to an individual. Members are only ever temporary occupants of
the office. This is very different from holding property or ownership of a private company which is
directly and solely engaged by a bill.
On the basis of the bill being a matter of state policy and affecting the salaries of public offices, I do
not find that Mr Gepp has a pecuniary interest within the meaning of standing order 16.07.
Bills
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (18:15): I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

House divided on motion:

Ayes, 24
Barton, Mr
Bourman, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr (Teller)
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr

Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pulford, Ms

Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms (Teller)
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Noes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Hayes, Mr

Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr

Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be returned to the Assembly with
a message informing them that the Council have agreed to the bill with amendment.

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 5 March 2019

Legislative Council

537

Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (18:22): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

EPPING CHEMICAL WASTE DUMP SITE
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (18:22): My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change in another place. It concerns the toxic dump
sites in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region, in both Campbellfield and in Epping. I draw
the minister’s attention to the industrial barrels that were found stockpiled in a warehouse in Epping
on 1 January this year. On 8 January WorkSafe took over the management of the toxic dump site and
stated the clean-up would begin in late January. MSS Security, which have been contracted, have closed
down Devon Court in Epping. We are now in March, and nearby businesses have been severely affected
by the limitations imposed by Environment Protection Authority Victoria and WorkSafe, including
limiting the amount of on-street parking and restricting the use of any flammable material by adjoining
businesses. They have banned smoking outside premises for local businesses, and a local reception
centre, which formerly were able to light fireworks in the car park to send off a wedding couple, have
been told they cannot even do that in the local area. So this has severely restricted businesses.
Minister, the department has claimed to be in ongoing communications with the local community,
businesses and other stakeholders, but the businesses that I have spoken to have been left in the dark
by your department, claiming that they have only been told that it is a long process to clean up the
waste. It seems that the department is too busy playing the blame game and not focusing on the local
traders, who are on the brink of closing down because of the process and the effect it is having on their
business. There is no car parking, employees cannot smoke outside—there are a whole lot of
restrictions on those local businesses—and they were told on 1 January that it would be cleaned up by
the end of January. Well, we are now in March. This issue needs to be addressed now.
I call on the minister to provide me with the reasons this has not been cleaned up yet, give residents
and businesses a time line on when this mess is expected to be cleaned up and perhaps offer some
compensation to those businesses that have been severely affected by the minister’s mismanagement.
VICTORIAN BUSHFIRES
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (18:24): The matter I wish to raise this evening is for the attention
of the Minister for Local Government, and it relates to the recent fires which have been an enormously
traumatic event for people throughout Gippsland, in particular across the Cardinia shire, Baw Baw
shire, Latrobe City Council and Wellington Shire Council areas, as well as to a lesser extent the East
Gippsland Shire Council area. One of the things that we have seen throughout the process of the
working together strategy and the first response on the ground has been an enormous number of
resources go into not just distributing information and hosting community sessions and meetings but
also making sure that information has been widely available to people across areas where they need
additional detail beyond what is provided in the state emergency warning system messages and beyond
what is being provided through the emergency app and outlets, such as ABC news details.
The local councils have been absolutely instrumental in not just providing this information but also
setting up relief centres and providing that immediate support and wraparound care for people who
have been, often, in extreme shock at the prospect of losing not just their homes, not just beloved
animals and stock but, in a number of cases, everything that they and their families have worked
towards over a lifetime of blood, sweat and tears.
The action that I seek from the Minister for Local Government is to provide resources to local councils
that have been affected by these fires so that they can continue to enable support to be given after relief
centres are closed, in a way that ensures continuity of care for people who, throughout this outreach
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process and through seeking assistance and resources, need and reasonably require and can reasonably
ask for that level of support at a time when they need it most. I ask the government to work with those
local councils and provide resourcing and additional information and access for the purpose of ongoing
discussions about how to process this matter, how to be better at recovery and relief in the medium to
longer term and how to enable local government and councils in affected areas to be able to continue
their good work.
SENTENCING REFORM
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (18:26): My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Attorney-General, the Honourable Jill Hennessy, and it relates to the inadequate and insulting sentence
of James Gargasoulas to not only the people he killed and injured but also their family, friends, loved
ones and the community as a whole. As we all know, Gargasoulas was recently sentenced for the
murder of six people, including three-month-old Zachary Bryant and 10-year-old Thalia Hakin. Not
only did he kill six innocent people, but he cowardly fled the scene, leaving countless other victims
with physical, mental and emotional injuries for life—that is right, for life.
Gargasoulas was sentenced to a non-parole period of 46 years—46 years for six life sentences. This
equates to roughly seven and a half years for each person murdered. Is taking a person’s life in this
state worth just seven and a half years? He could be out when he is 75 years of age, still leaving time
for him to live a free life and enjoy the spoils of our great land, something which none of the victims
of his heinous crimes will ever be able to do. Even Justice Weinberg said in his deliberation that
Gargasoulas, and I quote, ‘should never be allowed to roam freely’. Families of five victims stated that
the sentence is not harsh enough. I put it to every judge, every member of Parliament and all those
within the legal system that if your family member was a victim of Gargasoulas’s rampage, would
you be content with only seven and a half years prison in exchange for your loved one’s life?
I have read the judge’s sentencing remarks, and I urge anyone to read the remarks to get a sense of the
sentencing issues within our legal system. I am not laying blame upon the judge or any of the legal
personnel involved in this case. I lay the blame squarely and firmly on a legal process that results in
judges having to consider sentencing practices including the Verdins principles of 2007, which detail
how mental functioning and moral culpability can affect a sentence handed down. Also the commonlaw principle of totality formulated in 1970 has meant that our legal system practises concurrent
sentencing over cumulative sentencing. This antiquated principle of law may work for low to mediumlevel offences. However, for the offences of murder involving more than one victim, the principle of
totality serves no just purpose. I call for reforms to our legal system whereby judges sentence someone
for the crime of murder involving more than one victim on a cumulative basis. If this were the case,
Gargasoulas would have received at least 150 years imprisonment and the families of each victim
would have received a just sentence for their loved ones.
The action that I seek is for the Attorney-General to review concurrent sentencing practices and
expedite legislation that amends the Sentencing Act 1991 to include the practice of cumulative
sentencing for crimes of murder involving more than one victim. This would mean that each life that
is taken is given the same value as any other, and it would also ensure that monsters like Gargasoulas
would never walk freely amongst us ever again.
The PRESIDENT: I will call Mr Melhem, but I might have to come back to Mr Grimley’s
adjournment matter.
FOOTSCRAY HOSPITAL
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (18:30): My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister
for Health, the Honourable Jenny Mikakos. I am incredibly excited to see that planning works have
started on the new $1.5 billion world-class public hospital in Footscray, with the project likely to be
opened in 2025.
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The western suburbs are one of the fastest growing regions in the country. This hospital will ensure
we are keeping pace with the demands of our growing population by replacing the old Footscray
Hospital, which was built in the 1950s. It will have an increase of nearly 200 beds and will be able to
treat almost 15 000 more patients a year and take in almost 20 000 extra emergency admissions a year.
Importantly there will also be 2000 jobs created in the process, and all of them in the west. It will also
complement the soon-to-be-completed $200 million Joan Kirner hospital in Sunshine and the
$29.6 million expansion of the Sunshine Hospital emergency department. The Andrews Labor
government is placing health services and outcomes as a key priority, and the west is set to receive the
benefits of this through these state-of-the-art facilities.
Last month Minister Mikakos hosted an industry forum, an important step in ensuring Labor secures
a partner in this public-private project. Around 350 experts in major infrastructure learned how they
can be part of the project. Labor will ensure that there is local involvement in this project by launching
the community consultation committee later this month, feeding into the tender process which is due
to start in mid-2019. It is good to see that the member for Footscray, Katie Hall, has been selected to
lead this committee. She is a fierce advocate for her electorate and will ensure this process is inclusive
and respectful.
The action I seek of the minister is that the government ensure that existing local health services,
relevant community groups and interested stakeholders are informed of this community consultation
committee process to make sure that the voice of the community in the west is heard in the planning
of this vital project.
SENTENCING REFORM
The PRESIDENT: Mr Grimley, would you like to rephrase the action that you asked for before?
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (18:32): Thank you, President. The action that I seek is for the
Attorney-General to review concurrent sentencing practices to include the practice of cumulative
sentencing for crimes of murder involving more than one victim.
SHEPPARTON MOTHER AND BABY HEALTH SERVICES
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:32): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health
and concerns the need for a residential mother and baby unit to be established in Shepparton. The
action that I seek from the minister is that she provide a commitment in the upcoming state budget to
fund the establishment of a residential mother and baby unit in Shepparton in partnership with
Goulburn Valley Health. Current funding for stage 1 of the redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health
does not include the establishment of a residential mother and baby unit. Mother and baby units
provide specialist emotional and psychological support and treatment for families experiencing
difficulties including anxiety and depression during the perinatal period.
Goulburn Valley Health’s patient catchment includes a diverse mix of ethnic and Indigenous
backgrounds, and Greater Shepparton has one of the highest teenage pregnancy rates in Victoria.
Goulburn Valley Health and the wider community have long advocated for the need to establish a
residential mother and baby unit in Shepparton. In July 2017 Goulburn Valley Health commissioned
KPMG to develop a vision and service plan for families with young children from the perinatal period
to four years of age. Despite the KPMG report being due for completion in December 2017, it has still
not been released.
The residential mother and baby unit concept has proven a great success in helping new mothers and
families with their emotional and mental health. Studies show that 15 per cent of all new mothers in
Greater Shepparton experience a mild to moderate form of postnatal depression. As a result these
women suffer social isolation and a lack of connection with both their newborn baby and their
community.
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In November 2018 the Liberal-Nationals coalition gave a funding commitment of $10 million to
establish a five-bed residential mother and baby unit in Shepparton. It is time the Andrews Labor
government supported new mothers and their families within the Goulburn Valley Health patient
catchment area and matched this coalition commitment in the upcoming state budget. The action that
I seek from the minister is for the minister to provide a commitment in the upcoming state budget to
fund the establishment of a residential mother and baby unit in Shepparton in partnership with
Goulburn Valley Health.
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION SECONDARY SCHOOLS INTERNET ACCESS
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18:34): My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister
for Education and is about the government providing proper internet access to public secondary school
students in the Geelong region, comprising the municipalities of Colac Otway, Golden Plains, Greater
Geelong, Queenscliffe and the Surf Coast. I was recently updated on the issue by Professor Jane den
Hollander, vice-chancellor of Deakin University, as well as the CEO of G21, Elaine Carbines. I thank
them both for their time and passionate interest in providing better educational outcomes for secondary
students. I am also indebted to Ms Carbines for providing her research on this matter.
Access to AARNet is the solution. The state government claims that Victoria is the Education State,
so it is simply not good enough that the Department of Education and Training says it will double
current school internet speeds to 100 megabytes per second, 10 times slower than AARNet’s slowest
speed. NBN download speeds range from 12 megabytes per second to 100 megabytes per second,
while AARNet download speeds range from 1 gigabyte per second to 100 gigabytes per second.
Currently students can often only access the internet one class at a time. This is totally unacceptable.
However, with the extensive fibre-optic cable network of AARNet, multiple classes can
simultaneously access the internet without performance issues. Without high-capacity internet,
students and teachers cannot adequately use information sites, ebooks or education platforms, stream
online educational classes and events, participate in high-definition videoconferencing, share
resources between schools or deliver the curriculum electronically.
The Geelong secondary schools and community digital learning hub solution would only cost
$4.5 million and would be delivered through AARNet—a not-for-profit research and education
network jointly owned by the CSIRO and Australian universities, including Deakin. While the
Geelong Tech School has full access to AARNet, most public school students attending course units
at the tech must return to their own school’s inferior classroom internet—what a disgrace! The
Geelong region has made it easy for the government to facilitate a ready-made solution to the currently
inadequate internet access at many schools. The action required of the minister is to immediately agree
to the AARNet solution to ensure these students are no longer disadvantaged. If this model is applied,
regional students across Victoria could benefit.
AUSTRALIAN HONOURS SYSTEM
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:37): I wish to direct a matter to the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, and it is in respect of the Australian awards system, the honours system. I have
recently, like many members, sent out letters of congratulations to many people who were
acknowledged for their great service to the community. I must say I do share the view that the honours
ought not go to people who are simply doing their job but rather people who go above and beyond,
serving in the community.
This year there was significant representation from Victoria in particular in the awards and honours,
but the thing that perturbed me when I was going through the list and sending letters to people that I
knew and those in my electorate was the lack of people from multicultural backgrounds. There were
very few from Chinese, Indian, Lebanese or Turkish backgrounds. Right across the board there were
very few people from multicultural backgrounds. Therefore I would hope that the minister in the state
government would be able to assemble some resources that might be disseminated among multicultural
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communities and encourage them to look for nominees for those honours and awards—be it Australia
Day or indeed the other honours that we have. It is important, I think, in some of those communities
in particular—especially the African community at this time—that we establish role models and show
people that, if they aspire, in fact they can do some wonderful things in the community and would
deserve recognition for it.
WOMEN’S HEALTH WEST
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (18:39): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Health. Last week I attended a forum at Women’s Health West. This service has been in
operation for more than 30 years and has offered invaluable assistance to the women and families of
the west at a time when it is most needed. A big part of this service is dealing with victims of domestic
violence, which as we all know can happen to anyone at any time. This has led to an extension of
hours to 9.00 a.m. to 10.00 p.m., rather than the normal 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m. Domestic violence is
obviously not something that only happens 9 to 5.
Women’s Health West offers other programs that include sexual and reproductive health, mental
health and wellbeing, and prevention of family violence. In addition they also offer case management
support, crisis after hours and court support, counselling for children and young people, crisis
accommodation and housing support, financial support for families, whole-of-family support,
Keeping Safe Together and Preventing Violence Together. The Keeping Safe Together program is an
innovative service. It provides whole-of-family support when families wish to stay together or opt for
co-parenting relationships when both parties have a strong desire not to break up the family home and
to create a safe space for the children and adult family members to live together. This program works
on the perpetrator of violence being held accountable and being willing to accept behavioural changes.
This is one of the programs that is in desperate need of ongoing funding.
More important services are required, and for this to happen Women’s Health West needs funding.
An exact amount is still being formulated. It was, however, noted that there was an urgent need for an
increase in unit price funding for specialist family violence services at Women’s Health West. The
west has changed and grown immensely over the past 30 years, and the demand for services such as
those offered by Women’s Health West has increased hugely. To keep up with the demand, they need
well-equipped and experienced staff. I would like the minister to seek an urgent meeting with
Women’s Health West to discuss how best she can assist their needs.
The PRESIDENT: Dr Cumming, I know you directed that matter to the Minister for Health and I
understand that the organisation is called Women’s Health West. I think the action you are seeking
should be directed to the Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Gabrielle Williams, so if you
are happy for that to change.
Dr CUMMING: President, I will accept that advice and direct my adjournment matter to the
Minister for Prevention of Family Violence.
JETTY ROAD–MORNINGTON PENINSULA FREEWAY, ROSEBUD
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (18:42): I raise a matter for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure, and it relates to the intersection of Jetty Road and the Mornington Peninsula Freeway.
This is a notorious intersection that is particularly jammed in summertime, but as the Mornington
Peninsula seeks to stretch out the tourism period to secure more jobs in the shoulder and off-seasons,
the intersection is jammed more and more for longer and longer periods. Thanks to the work of then
Minister Mulder, a study was undertaken to identify solutions for the road network and more broadly
the transport network of the southern peninsula. That study has been completed, and it identifies the
need for a grade separation at the intersection of Jetty Road and the Mornington Peninsula Freeway.
Back in 2015, Aidan McGann, VicRoads south-east metro manager, was quoted to that effect.
Cr Antonella Celi of Mornington Peninsula Shire Council also spoke in favour of the need for this
grade separation.
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Much has been made of the government’s level crossing removals. The simple fact is, as Mr Brayne
in the other place himself identified in a recent contribution, none of that investment has actually taken
place on the Mornington Peninsula or on the southern peninsula in particular. This government has
failed to match the commitments for the duplication and extension of the Frankston line to Baxter. The
transport needs of the Mornington Peninsula simply are not being met.
More than 100 days into the new government VicRoads has identified that this needs to be done. The
Mornington Peninsula simply is not getting its fair share of investment in infrastructure, and it is time
for the minister, I respectfully suggest, to step up to the plate and commit to this important grade
separation. I acknowledge the strong advocacy of the federal member for Flinders, Greg Hunt, on this
issue as well. The action I seek from the minister is that, with the budget process all but finalised within
government, she commit to funding the grade separation of the notorious Jetty Road and Mornington
Peninsula Freeway intersection.
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION PUBLIC HOUSING
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (18:45): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Housing, and the action I seek is that the government immediately cease preparing the public
housing estates in North Melbourne, Northcote and Preston for sale to developers. This week the Age
reported that the government has signed a deal with developer MAB to develop the public housing
sites in North Melbourne, Northcote and Preston for private apartments. MAB will also work with
community housing provider HousingFirst to build and then manage some new public and community
units as part of the developments. On these estates the existing 225 units will be demolished and
replaced with 329 new public and social housing units, although the number of beds available will see
a smaller increase. People in need are being left behind by this government, because there will be
732 new private units also built on these sites.
It is unconscionable that, despite the housing crisis in Victoria, the government is still willing to sell
off our precious public land and hand it over to private developers to make money from it. We know
that when public land is sold off to private owners, particularly public land in prime real estate areas
like the inner north, it is lost forever, and we know that on other estates where this public-private model
was used the developers made millions in profit while the small increase in public housing units barely
made a dent in the waiting list. We still have more than 80 000 Victorians languishing on the public
housing waiting list today, and a growing number of Victorians are experiencing or at risk of
homelessness. A development that produces just a small increase in social housing units while adding
three times as many private units will only exacerbate the housing crisis our state is facing, especially
when the majority of the new public and social units will be one or two-bedroom homes, meaning that
in many cases there will be fewer bedrooms on the estates than before. I call on the government to
immediately cease work on these three estates as well as halt any further work on the estates included
in the public housing renewal project.
HAZELWOOD PONDAGE
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:47): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Regional Development, the Honourable Jaclyn Symes in this place. The action I seek from the minister
is to work with the Latrobe City Council and the community to enable the Hazelwood Pondage
Caravan Park to reopen and also enable non-motorised water sports and people to be able to access
that pondage. This is part of a long-term strategy to ensure that recreational spaces of this nature—
large bodies of water with lovely environments around them—can be used by people in the Latrobe
Valley.
The Hazelwood Pondage has brought tourists to our area in Central Gippsland for over 50 years,
providing much-needed economic support for Yinnar and Churchill. The Latrobe Valley Yacht Club
has been in operation for all of that time, and it has provided some amazing and really well supported
programs. By way of an example, the ‘sauna sail’, as it used to be called, has had a significant impact
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on that area and has been used to highlight and participate in great sailing opportunities, with hundreds
of people being able to participate in that. The club’s partnership with Sailability sends such a strong
message about providing opportunities for people with disability. It does not matter your age, your
ability, your gender; it is such a welcoming experience—and there are a lot of great community people
who get involved in that.
Also the Hazelwood caravan park has certainly been able to attract and encourage people to share the
environment with their families and friends. The Latrobe caravan park is managed by Latrobe City
Council, and van owners certainly feel like they have been locked out of that system.
An engineering report back in 2018 said that the pondage walls were deemed to be, and I quote, in a
‘compromised condition’. The powers that be lowered the level of water to meet the structural needs,
but what has happened is there has been this domino effect. The user groups feel quite passionately
that their opinions have not been taken into consideration with this closure. I am sure the minister will
cite the integrity of the wall, but these people really deserve and want to have a fair hearing. They want
it to be understood that this is their long-term asset, and they want to know how they can retain this
great asset in this region. I know the Latrobe City Council has written to the Premier, and indeed the
Premier has passed on this information to Minister Symes. The Latrobe Valley has suffered a hit in
recent times. They need to feel like they are validated, and there needs to be a long-term solution to
provide access to this great recreational facility.
BOROONDARA DEVELOPMENT
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18:51): Today my adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Planning in the other place, and it concerns the area south
of Auburn Road in the City of Boroondara. There are significant plans by the government for intense
and high-rise development in that location, particularly around the Bills Street estate, a public housing
estate that is in need of repair, in need of renewal. We support that renewal, and we support the
replacement with no diminution in the number of public housing units and capacity, but the
government has a plan it seems for a high-rise of five, seven and perhaps as many as 12 storeys in that
pocket. It also seems that this may well be another case where the government is going to allow a
private group to come in and reap the super profits—to pick the example of a nearby site in the City
of Boroondara—as a way of funding this, but at a cost to the neighbouring community.
Further, I note the government’s 70 per cent target for intense and further population development
close and in the middle-ring suburbs. I note also the government’s enthusiasm for the redevelopment
of the University of Melbourne site on Auburn Road and the surrounds. If that is taken away from the
council as the responsible planning authority, the risk is that the government will push forward with
its agenda of high-rise and high-intensity development, overriding the local amenity, not dealing with
the needs of the local schools, not dealing with the needs of local traffic flow and directly impacting
on the amenity of areas where people seek to live quiet and reasonable lives.
The University of Melbourne of course was gifted that site, so there is no reason why they should
make a windfall profit as a way of pumping up their other activities at the expense of the local
community. The Minister for Planning has got a special, handpicked committee to deal with the Bills
Street site and is in fact using the committee, having torn away planning powers from the local council
in the City of Boroondara.
My action today is to seek a reversal of that tearing away of planning power from the City of
Boroondara and the restoration of the City of Boroondara as the relevant planning authority and, at the
same time, the government to give a guarantee to the community in and around that area and to the
City of Boroondara that the city will remain the responsible authority for the University of Melbourne
site and the minister will not take those planning powers to himself. Local communities, local councils
should have that involvement, and the minister should not forcibly override them to push his highdensity and high-rise agenda.
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ST KILDA PUBLIC HOUSING SAFETY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:54): My adjournment matter this evening is to the
Minister for Housing, and it relates to the ongoing crime in and around public housing specifically in
the areas of Carlisle Street, Balluk Willam Court and Tennyson Street in St Kilda. The issue around
crime in these areas has been raised recently in the media, and I have had a number of people contact
me directly about their concerns. The Friends of St Kilda have on a number of occasions written to the
previous minister and their local member, Martin Foley, requesting assistance.
In the last Parliament my colleague Mr O’Donohue and former colleague Ms Fitzherbert called on the
government to address the safety issues and safety needs of the community. I too called on the
government to address the safety needs of public housing tenants across Victoria, as they, like every
other Victorian, deserve to feel safe in their own homes. I met with many public housing tenants as
the shadow minister, and on many, many occasions stories of drug dealing and of criminal activity
which were going on in and around public housing facilities were highlighted to me and I called on
the minister to do something.
These tenants also made complaints to the minister, to his local electorate office and to the department,
but to no avail. The crimes are not diminishing, and the tenants are frustrated with the lack of attention
the government is giving to their concerns. We have seen some shocking crimes in public housing in
recent months. There was the murder of Nicola Stephenson in Park Tower, South Melbourne, in
December, and I am told that just in the last couple of weeks an elderly man in St Kilda was bashed
by an ice-fuelled addict. He had his leg broken and remains in hospital, and he is too frightened to
make a complaint for fear of repercussions. This is simply not good enough, and these crimes are
occurring on a regular basis in the minister’s own electorate.
Reports of these ongoing bashings, assaults, drug use and drug dealing, and drug houses within public
housing are all too common. Other reports by cafe owners in the areas are saying there was, and I
quote, ‘a constant influx of drug-affected people and drug dealings’ going on around the area I
mentioned. This demonstrates the failure of the government to address the ongoing drug crisis in this
state and the ongoing crime and related violent behaviour in St Kilda.
The action I seek is for the minister to outline what standards apply for public and social housing
tenants so that they, along with other members of the community, can live free from ongoing violent
crime and criminal behaviour in and around their homes.
RESPONSES
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (18:57): I have some written
responses to adjournment debate matters raised by Mr Finn on 19 December 2018; Mr Rich-Phillips
on 5 February 2019; Ms Bath, Mr Gepp, Ms Lovell, Mrs McArthur and Mr Rich-Phillips on
6 February; Ms Crozier and Mr Davis on 19 February; and Mr Finn, again, on 20 February. Mr Finn
did not make an appearance this evening. He has been here, but he did not raise an adjournment matter.
I am pretty disappointed.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr JENNINGS: You’ve got something else that you’re going to follow up with.
Mr Ondarchie raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change, dealing with the recycling industry in his electorate. Ms Shing raised a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Local Government, wanting her support for councils that are providing wraparound
care for members of the Gippsland community that are currently enduring the rigours of bushfires and
the stress that places on communities in the Baw Baw, Cardinia, Latrobe, Wellington, East Gippsland
and South Gippsland municipalities. She urged the local government minister to provide support to
those councils which are providing that important care to their residents at this point in time.
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Mr Grimley raised a matter for the Attorney-General, asking her to review sentencing arrangements
in relation to, according to his argument, the relative merits of cumulative sentences as distinct from
concurrent sentences. I will pass that on.
Mr Melhem raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for Health, seeking her support of his
community in terms of community engagement around the redevelopment of Footscray Hospital—a
$1.5 billion commitment of the incoming Andrews government in its second term. Ms Lovell raised
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Health relating to a residential mother and baby unit in
the Goulburn Valley in partnership with Goulburn Valley Health. Mrs McArthur raised a matter for
the Minister for Education in relation to the AARNet fibre-optic network that is currently available to
the CSIRO and Deakin University. She believes that the secondary school community would benefit
from that and was very generous in her description of the important work undertaken by Elaine
Carbines at G21, who has actually done a business case and an analysis of the potential improvements
to the education system in her region.
Mr Atkinson raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for Multicultural Affairs, wanting the
minister to undertake whatever action is possible to ensure that the honours list is actually far more
representative of the broad cross-section of the cultural diversity of this state and the list of
beneficiaries of those honours for community work and participation in public life is more respectful
of and engaging with the rich cultural diversity of Victoria. Dr Cumming raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Prevention of Family Violence relating to specialist family violence
services that are currently provided by Women’s Health West. Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the
Minister for Transport Infrastructure relating to a grade separation of the Jetty Road and Mornington
Peninsula Freeway intersection, and he obviously is hoping that not only the state minister might
provide some resources but perhaps the minister in the outgoing federal government actually might
provide those resources as well, because he was drawn attention to in Mr O’Donohue’s question.
Dr Ratnam raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for Housing, seeking the minister’s
intervention in or stewardship of housing redevelopments that have taken place to increase the number
of social housing opportunities that are available in North Melbourne, Preston and Northcote. Ms Bath
raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for Regional Development, seeking the holding back
of the tide of the Hazelwood Pondage to re-establish its viability, which would add to the potential for
the Hazelwood Pondage Caravan Park to reopen and tourism activity to be restored in the district.
Mr Davis raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning, seeking for him to provide
guarantees that he will not use his reserve powers in relation to planning decisions in Boroondara.
Ms Crozier raised a matter for the Minister for Planning and Minister for Housing relating to pressures
in Southern Metropolitan Region that she has drawn to the chamber’s attention before, and she knows
that Minister Foley is also mindful of those matters. I am certain that my colleagues will respond to
all those issues.
The PRESIDENT: The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.04 p.m.
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DUNCANS ROAD, WERRIBEE SOUTH
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (19 December 2018)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
The Duncans Road interchange and the maintenance of Duncans Road is included in the Western Roads
Upgrade. Delivery of these works is managed by Major Road Projects Victoria and does not fall within my
portfolio responsibilities.
This question should be directed to the Hon Jacinta Allan MP, Minister for Transport Infrastructure.

SENIORS CARD HOLDERS
In reply to Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (5 February 2019)
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North—Minister for Child Protection, Minister for Disability,
Ageing and Carers):
The Seniors Card program sends promotional mail to cardholders from time to time. The promotional mail
includes information about special offers available to Seniors Card holders. These offers are in addition to
those listed in the Seniors Card discount directory.
The Seniors Card program does not endorse any offers from participating businesses. AGL is a participating
business in the Seniors Card program. The promotional mail that cardholders received included a statement
advising that the Seniors Card program does not endorse or guarantee the quality or suitability of any goods
or services offered by businesses participating in this program and recommending that seniors visit the
Victorian Energy Compare website to compare energy plans and find the best energy offers for their
circumstances.
Cardholders are given the opportunity to opt out at any time by contacting the program by mail, email or
telephone.
The Seniors Card program takes cardholder privacy very seriously. The program does not provide details of
cardholders or sell the cardholder data to participating businesses. All cardholders’ personal information is
collected and managed in strict accordance with Victoria’s Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 (Vic).
Promotional mail received from the Seniors Card program always has the Seniors Card logo on the envelope,
indicating that it is sent out by the program.
The Seniors Card Important Privacy Information leaflet included in the promotional mail referred to, advised
cardholders that: the Seniors Card program does not provide their personal information to participating
businesses; that the Seniors Card program has administered the mail out through a mail house contractor; and
that the Seniors Card program requires its contractors to treat cardholders’ personal information confidentially
and in accordance with the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 (Vic).

MURRAY VALLEY HIGHWAY, STRATHMERTON
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (6 February 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
Regional Roads Victoria is currently undertaking a speed limit review on the Murray Valley Highway through
the township of Strathmerton. The review will consider the appropriateness of a speed limit reduction to
60 km/h through the town.
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FISHING LICENCES
In reply to Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (6 February 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
Thank you for your question regarding recreational fishing licences in Victoria and the ability for fishers to
check the status of their licence via an on-line website.
The Victorian Fisheries Authority (VFA) is currently working with Service Victoria to create an efficient
one-stop shop for licence sales on-line. As of January 2019, Service Victoria now administer the web portal
for all recreational fishing licences sold on-line.
The VFA is currently in discussions with Service Victoria to establish a system where fishers can check if
they have a current licence by entering their name, date of birth and a unique identifier.
At present fishers can check their licence status by contacting the VFA’s Recreational Fishing Licence Unit
at rec.licensing@vfa.vic.gov.au or by contacting the Customer Call Centre on 136186.
Thank you for your interest in this matter.

ROADSIDE VEGETATION
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (6 February 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
The Andrews Government rejects the assertion that bushfire risk is higher now than 10 years ago due to
roadside vegetation. VicRoads, which includes Regional Roads Victoria (RRV), carries out roadside
vegetation management to address road safety and fire and property risk, in coordination with a range of
authorities and the community.
Following the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission, a number of changes were made to the
management of roadside vegetation by VicRoads. With support from the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and
the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, VicRoads developed the Road Bushfire Risk
Assessment Guidelines. VicRoads also participates as a member on Municipal Fire Management Planning
committees and complies with Municipal Fire Prevention Plans, which address the prevention and spread of
fires along roadsides.
Typically, roadside vegetation is slashed and/or burned prior to the fire season to reduce fire risk, before a
second treatment is applied throughout the year. Another cut may be required over summer if seasonal
conditions lead to excessive grass growth. VicRoads works closely with the CFA to coordinate efforts and
resources for management of high-risk roadside vegetation. This work is part of a record $941 million
investment in regional and rural roads.
While roadsides are managed for fire risk, they are also managed to protect biodiversity values, which are
covered by state and federal laws. A quarter of Victoria’s biodiversity is near-threatened with extinction.
Roadsides play a critical role in biodiversity conservation in many places for a wide range of small mammals,
birds, insects and plants.
The Andrews Government is proud of its efforts to protect threatened species and rejects the evidence-free
assertion that biodiversity conservation is leading to a higher incidence of road accidents or bushfires.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERY QUOTA
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (6 February 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
The Victorian rock lobster fishery is our most valuable commercial fishery, with a landed catch value of
$25 million annually.
The Eastern Zone Rock Lobster Fishery is managed in accordance with the 2018 Victorian Rock Lobster
Fishery Management Plan and Harvest strategy. The Plan and Harvest Strategy establish arrangements to
help ensure a healthy, profitable and sustainable fishery into the future. The Management plan sets appropriate
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Total Allowable Commercial Catches (TACCs) on an annual basis to ensure that stocks rebuild and catch
rates improve in future.
The 2019/20 TACC setting process is currently underway. A draft eastern zone stock assessment has been
compiled and has been reviewed by the Rock Lobster Resource Advisory Group (RLRAG). Further analysis
of key stock indicators and facilitation of an industry/stakeholder workshop will be held prior to
recommending the TACC that will commence on 1 July 2019.1 wish to emphasise that no decisions have
been made about the 2019/20 TACC at this point in time.
Discussions held at the RLRAG are undertaken in accordance with clear confidentiality policies and any
breach to these expectations will be taken seriously by Victorian Fisheries Authority (VFA).
The VFA will investigate any formally alleged breaches of protocols or confidentiality.
Thank you for your interest in this matter.

ROADWORK SPEED LIMITS
In reply to Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (6 February 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
The ongoing works on the Tullamarine Freeway at Mickleham Road are part of the CityLink Tulla Widening
Project managed by Major Road Projects Victoria (MRPV). As such, the question should be directed to the
Hon Jacinta Allan MP, Minister for Transport Infrastructure.
I am advised that VicRoads is not aware and does not have records of relevant authorised roadworks on the
former Calder Highway, as outlined in the question. The works may have been carried out by a service
authority or may have been unauthorised works.

TOORAK ROAD, KOOYONG, LEVEL CROSSING
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (19 February 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
Since the Government announced the removal of Toorak Road level crossing last month the feedback
received from the community has overwhelmingly endorsed the Government’s decision to get rid of this
congested death trap as quickly as possible.
Detailed engineering studies carried out in December 2018 clearly determined that a rail over solution was
the only feasible option at this site to avoid flooding issues and service relocation.
Additional benefits of the design solution include the crossing being removed a year earlier, minimal
disruption to both the Glen Waverley line and Toorak road, and more open space and better bike path and
pedestrian connections.
The claim that there has been no consultation with the City of Stonnington is incorrect. On 18 December
2018, 15 representatives from the City of Stonnington took part in an 80-minute workshop with Level
Crossing Removal Project (LXRP) officials to discuss all aspects of the design options for the removal of the
Toorak road level crossing. On 11 January 2019, the City of Stonnington formally advised LXRP that it had
no further comment to make on the design options.
The Liberal Party’s opposition to the removal of level crossings is well understood in the community and I
acknowledge that the Opposition’s official election costings would have seen the removal of the Toorak Road
level crossing delayed until after 2023. The Opposition’s claims that Glenferrie road and Tooronga road
should also be removed need to be considered alongside the fact that the Opposition has made no commitment
to remove them.
Community consultation, including community information sessions, is currently underway, with details
available online at <www.levelcrossings.vic.gov.au>.
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LAND TAX
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (19 February 2019)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
I refer to the issue of land tax you raised in the adjournment debate on 19 February 2019.
The land tax assessment for 2019 is calculated using the 2018 valuations for all the taxable properties a
taxpayer owned at midnight on 31 December 2018. These valuations are based on the value of the taxpayer’s
aggregate landholdings as at 1 January 2018, reflecting the market conditions at that time.
Land value increases are partially the result of Government investments in infrastructure and improvements
in service delivery, making Victoria a more liveable state. Land tax is one way to recover the costs of such
investments and services from those who directly benefit from them.
The changes in a taxpayer’s land tax liability are dependent on changes in the value of their aggregate
landholdings, and the change in land tax bracket(s) that the taxpayer is subject to. Importantly, any increase
in the land tax liability is relatively small when compared to the increase in value of the underlying asset.
If a taxpayer does not believe the land valuation used to calculate a land tax assessment is appropriate, they
are entitled to lodge an objection with the State Revenue Office (SRO) within 60 days of receiving the land
tax assessment notice. The SRO will then forward the objection to the relevant valuation authority pursuant
to the Valuation of Land Act 1960 for consideration. The objection process is outlined in the ‘Object to your
land tax assessment or reassessment’ page on the SRO’s website.
The Victorian Government is conscious of the financial burden of land tax. Taxpayers are able to pay their
bill in instalments across a nine-month period from the date of assessment. Taxpayers experiencing financial
hardship may contact the SRO directly on 13 21 61 to discuss payment options.
I trust this information is of assistance.

WILLIAMS LANDING RAILWAY STATION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (20 February 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
The matter falls within the portfolio of responsibilities of the Minister for Public Transport, the Hon Melissa
Horne MP, and should therefore be raised with the Minister for Public Transport.

